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CHARACTER ‘OF’ THE BEAST: 
FALSE-CONSTITVTION OF THE CHYREE 

aN CERTAYNE PASSAGES BETWIXT Mr. CLIFTON 

Smyth, concerning true Chriltian baptifme of New Creatures, 

or New bome Babes in Chrift : end falle -of infants 

| hae infants ae not bee Baptized 


Antichriftiars converted are robe inte theta Chard 


ise 


10. aoy man receave the mak in is freheadyor nis hand 
. fame shall drink of the wine of the wrath of God. baie. 


the Throne bid Behold: a 4 
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Bevelat, And he that fate 
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Iemay be thou ght molt Qtraung,that’a man should oft tymeschandg hisReligio 


= 


Truth in fincerity Saluratisl 


it cannot be accounted a commendable quality in any man co make many altera- 


BE + tions & chandges in fuch weighty matters,as are the cafes of con{cience:but if 


-ftancy be commédable in any thing,te is moft comendable in the things. which, 


"This tuft needs be-srne,(& we'confelle Condition be ¥amitted, chacthe 
‘Religon which a man chandgeth be the truth; For or@erwile tochandgea falle Rel. 
gion Js commendable, & to retaine a falfe Religion is-damnable,For a man ef aTurk 


is Religion:& if isconftincy be worthy reproofin maztets of inferior cftumation, it: 
is much mote blameable in matters of SalvatiovIo refpect wherof the wifelt& molt 
Religions men have been alwayes moft conttant in ther profeflion & faith: & incon- 


ftant. peifons cannot eftape the deferved imputatio of folly or wealenes of 


therein, 


to become a lew,of a lew to becomea Papift, of a Pagift to become a Proteftane are 


- al commendable chandges-though they.al of them béfal ede & the fame. pérfon im 


4, 
° 


one yeere,nay, if icwere in one month:Sothat not tg chandg* Religion is cvil fim-, . 


ly:8¢ thei for chac weshould fal fromthe profeffion of Puritanifme to. Brownilme, 


felf,except at be proved that we have fallen from true Religion: If wee thérfor being 


formerly deceaved.in the way of Péedobapriltry ; now doe embrace the truthinthe 


true Chriftian A poftolique baptifme: Then let no magmpute thisas 2 faule‘vnto ys: 
This therfor is the queftion; whither the baptifme of jafants belasvful, yea & 


- whither’ perfons baptized being infants mult not renguuce that fall baptifine,. 


the true baptifneof Chr:which is to be adminiftred “perfous confef. 
tix t theSe.. 


fing their their finnes:This being thé controverly now 


from Brownifmé to true Chriftian baprifme, is not fimply ¢ vil or reprovable in it... - 


perationcommonly called Browniffs:For the glory of Ged, the manifelting of 


truch to our own nation, & the deltruftion o 


‘but heshalbeconftrayned to give glory to God in acknowledging theerror.ofbap- 


‘tifmg infants,co have been a Point of Antichriftiinifnie,& the very eflence && - 


“fome man wil wish. chat the controverfy had been With theRabbyes of the Seperati-. - 


‘info great a controverly:wel,let the Reader take notice, that although it be Mr. Clif 
‘tons pen 4 


cenilicution of che fal@Church, as is cleerly difcovered in this treatife: Now happily 
on,& not with Mr.Clifton Whom chy calfiniace to be a weake man, vnable to déale 


yet jt-is nde Only Mr. Cliftons caufe 8 defence, but his allegations Be rea- 


‘fous are rhe belt p’ea of che greatelt Rabbyes themfelves3& if they think that they 


-can fay betrerthey nyay now fpeike, for by publishing answer to their reafons:we 
-dochaliendg al the Seperation in Ipécial to the combat. Be itknowse therfor to all- 
‘the spereue that we account them in refpectof their conflitution to bee as very . 


-an ba:lor aseither her Mother England,or her grandmother Rome is, out of whole 


she-came; “&-alehough once 


= — 


own eftrud the man of Gnne , wee have thought 
es to publish this prefent treatife,w herin the whole caufe is handled: Let the in- 
ifferent reader judg of the whole&X give fenténce Wishont partialiry:8¢ 1 doubt not 


in ou iguorance we have acknowledged her”, 


] 
| 
| 
a." 


yernow being hercer inform teyoke judg 
& procelt agwinft her, aswel fot her fzite itticion, as for hér fal , vor 


Ship, Segovernment: The true conftirarion of the:Chu of a new creacure baptized 


ante the Bather,che Sonne; the holyGhoft; The fal{e conflitution is of infants bap» 


tized: we profete cherforthat al thole Churches baptifeinfants are of the 
falfe comitic utron: & thofeC hu, char baptize the few creatute,thafethat.are made" 


fame 


Diifciples by teaching; rhea canfelling Yhsir faith & their finnes; are of one true con. 


Gittitionsé¢ therfor the Chu.of the Seperation. being of the fame conftitutron with 
& vnhatural daughter co her nother England, & her grand- 
mother Rome, who being of rhe felf fame genealogie 8¢ of rhe pros 


pher being truce of her,as is fheMather {6 1s the daughter)she dare no-wirhftanding 


Rogtand which 


. 


iaxpudently wipe het.ewn mouth calher mother & grandmocher ddulreret 
fes,Heerin therton we do acknowledg ourerror, that we retayning. the. baptifnre; of 
evs ourconititucion,did cal our mother England amharlor , & 
natalie etound made oar Seperation from-hiér For although it be neceflaty 
"Eilat we Seperate trom England , yerno man cari Seperate ftom Englandasfrom a. 
> Chirexcept tie alfo da Seperate fromthe baprifine.of England ; “which giveth 
~ England her confficucion:d: whofoever doth retaine the bapeifme of Enotamd doth 
al retaine the Coniticurion of England, cannor without finne cal England an 
Ratlot.as We havedone:cy this wedefire may be wel minded of althat Seperate 
Forif they retame th: baptifine of England, viz‘the baprfmeof mfancs as . 
Daptifne,chety cannot Seperate from England as froma falie Chu, though they 


May, Seperate for corruptions, whofvever. doth Seperate from Englandas trom 2. 


Church maft'needs Seperare fromthe baprifingof bap- 
eine: -Earthe Baprifmc of England cannot be true bererayned,8> the Chu.of 
de rejeCted:neither-can the Chu.of England poflibly befaife ex - 
éept the baptifine be falie;volefie 2 true-conititution could bein-a fale Chu.which 
impolible as for light co have felowship with darknes?It is impoffthle chareon 
or Coutradi Gions should be borh true: & fo it is impoffible that a falfeChur. . 
Should hage atrae conititutiow or a tric fay thos: 
ative is asmuch ws tofaythas; 
England hah which isto contradistt 
“Bathe Seperation they Hy Eng'and hath a falfe conftitution,&& is 2 falfé Chu: &~ 
be Seperated from*éz ver they {ay alfo-: Enpland hath a-true. baptilme(that is 2° 
conititation) which is not co be Seperate? from:Fér a true Conftirution& true’ 
><. baprifmeyre one the fametSo falle conftirution & a falle baptifme:Soth atthe 
Speeches & a&tions of the. Seperation are cétradittory in this particular. Finaly they 
shat defend che baptifiie of infants cannot with any trath or confcience 
they thasda Seperate ftom.England as fronts fal fe of facceffiry Sepe- 
sate front che baptifme of England, Seaccouue che baptilaie of England fo.ac 
the baptifine of infants fale Thetfor the Seperation either 
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Hiigland,or go baptifme: 8 al that shal intymeto conte Se 


prtate from Eagtand mult Seperace frons the of 
baptifine of England their smo reafon‘why they stivuld ate 


ftom England as fronva Church; this ismore.atdatge proved in thefecond © 


quéRion.of this difcourfe,whither-the Reader is vo bereferred. this 
sintcof haprifing in fanes we do: profetie bet ore'the 8e'before amen in. fincenty Se 
thith chat it femeth vato. ys the molt vnreatonableherefyiof for» 


gonfidering what baptifmeis,an infieis no more capable@f baprifme then is any 


seafonable or ihfenfible creature? Bor-baptifine isnot washing wich: water > bunitis-. 


the baprifmis Of the Spirit, checonfellion of the mouth, & the washing with» water? 


how thencanany. mi without great folly washavith water whichis the leaft ... 
Of baprifmejone chacis not bap 


rized with the Spirie, 8cannot- contefle with the - 


how is it bapufmeit one be fo washed; Now that an infant cannot 


tized wich th Spirit is plaine,t;Pet. 3321. wherthe Apoitle fanhtharthe bapnfime 
of che Spirit's of a good conf{cience into God,& 0.22. wherthe* 


baptifme which istawardss caled the {prinkliag of ghe hart from anevil’ 


feing have an evil confcience,or the queltion ofa good cou 


{Sience,nor the purging’of she hart, for al chele are properto actual finners;hence it - 


followerlirhat infantsbaptifine ts folly & nothing. baprifme 
baprifine of repentance; infants: have not repeurance;Se-therfor cannor. have thebap 
‘vitine of repentance. T hat infants cannot have‘repentance-is evident, femg repent 
is: knswiedg' of fiane bythe Law;forrow forfinne by the gofpel, nforedication.of fin 


Stnew obedienec,ab which are asmucirin the bafen-of water,as ithe infanc: bapti 


zed. Now confelle the Pedobaprifts have many: showes ofreafon for the 
narice of their hérefy, 8c ome'man shapeth them into oneforme,another man iate an 


other asevery mins wit & learaing teachieth him,but indeed they are al:builewpow. 


mariier)are difovered in lome meafare in chis treatife: whereby the readeranay 


 men-catfor 
Scriptures bethe moftauncient , I havethonghr good thereforero prop: 


4 
. 


rent 


the (elf fame fandy fondacions,the wrelting of {ome places ofScripture;al which(im 


perceavethe manifelt pervetcing of the fcrip:ures from their trucfenfe; Now 
antiquity, excepr they fee antiquity they wibnordeleve , thonghe the: 
regu int teltimunyes of Antiquity befides that which alledged in 
4 this baprifmeof infants:thatmen may know thar x 
Tercullianus lib.de bapeifino adverfus lang hath thefe wordese) 
per fone zrate cuaGarte baptit 
vtilior precipue camen circa parvirlos Quid énim deceflé elt tam 
fe, {ponfores etiam periculoingeti? qui ipfi per morcaligacem promiflie- 


~~, 


furs poflant, provente tadolis Ait quidéin pro-: 


veniant docentur:Fiant Chriltiani cum Cina potucriat.Qaid 
ad remiffionée peceato:f. C sutiuvagicur in (ecularibas ve tere 
petete falutentive petenc. dedifle: 


“= i 
a 
> 
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“The Epiftleto the Reader) 
"Bherfor to defere&& not to haiten baptifme is mose profit able for the condition) 
dilpoGtion,8 age of every perfon: bur cipecialy. as concerning yong children 

what neceffity is ther to brug juertyes into daunger forthe baptiling ofinfants,if 
ther fuchneceffity of haitning tee bapcifing of intants :Seing-thefuerties oft- 
«tymes are disabled ro performe theit promute deth by reafonof mortality,& ofthe 
e evil difpofition of fome childrenwhe they come to yeres , fur-wheme they promifed 
inbapufne. Indeed thé L,faith,torbid thenr net to come vnto me: Thertordet them 
. cometo Chr,bucieezhem come whenihcy are. grawae,when they learne, & when 
othey aretatight toavhat they come.Let them by baptifine be madeC hfiftians wheat 
@hey can knowChr.by inftruction: why doth the innocent age haftento the remif= 
:Gion of finnes: we deale more fafely in worldiy.matters : Shal we commit heavenly 
_-things to yong-children vntow honie wedare not commit our earthly jubftancetlet 
firft know how toaskfalvation thatfo we may feenr to give to 
vEuleb, Ecclefi. Hut. Lid.r0. Chap. 15. 

Athanafius his baptifing of childrenin fport. that answered the cu- 
of the Carechumeni, is aproved- by Alex. Bb.of Alexa. & his Clerks: - whence. 

| sit isto benoted that chefe children bapsized by Athanafiuswere vabaprized, & yer 
she maaner of baptifme,as being children bosneinthe Chu. Sothat by this 
«place & albother-places of the Ecleft. Hittswher like mentiun is made of the childré of 
eChriltians firit Carechized & rhen baptized, it may eafily be difterned that baptsime 
eofintants was notyet vniverfaly receaved, but by litle & litle prevailed,as otherAn 
-tich.Rerefies have done?in refpect whesof Origen, Auguft-Ciptian, & al rhe-Parifts 

withone canfentacknowledg it a tradition.of the Charch. 
thus much for the Teltunonyes of Antaguity whichvhereafter shalbe predu 

wcedamore plentifuliy ypon further occafion offered ; it the Seperation or any other 
dare adventure the tryal of the matter outof Antiquity : -bue ther is-one, & indeed 
Sbueene argumentwhich the feperation principaly itand vpon,& that is the covenae 
‘whichifay they if ic be aswered neds veeld vnto the truth:now although 
this Argumenc-be answered inthis writing even co the fatisfaction of every indiffe- 
gently: mynded manthar iovern & feketn the knowledg of the truth: more then the 

vdefence.& juftification of error;yet feing many things are variably alledged -concer- 
qingthe covenants made withAbrah.8z his feeds, & concerning A brah. Fatherhood 

-@econcerfing circumcifion which ts called a feale of che righteoufnes of-Faith:Lha-— 

ave thoughe God ro referre thefe particulars to +more {ul difcourde intertained vpon 
-occafion with another ofthe Mys. of thefepcration.,not doudting butvery short 

“lv thteughGodsgoodonefle that rreatifealfo shaibe published, wherin the reade shal 

finddarger infiraQtion 8 fatisfaCtion concerning the forfaid particulars of the cove- 
shahts or other matrers therto aperreyning.In the meane tyme I defire the rea. 
der tomake vie. of-chis writing, reade wirhout prejudice or-partialicy,& Idoube 

B mot bactharchroeghGods.merey much light of trurh shal shine in his hart even by 

& for she teperation who are the & obftinate ad- 

this teruch.of che L-) Icould wishas the Tyrant-wisbed concerning the 

Reme,that al were joyned one,& al their ftrength 


— 
- 


| 
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| 


prifeditito one writing,that with the sword of the Spirit ie might beefmiten of ae” 
ence, that fo we might have an end of chis we night not be trou 
bled & charged with che writing & printing of many books: Howloever it be,wee 
readinefle. to imploy our time & colt tor: he manifeltation of the truth, 
@ewedelire theSep,chat chey wil not in craftines-withdraw trom the combat,as 
ghertd they have donean the mater of the tranflation,wors.& the Presbitery:» but 
verequire. chemin the feareofthe L. that femgthey have fuffered fo much for fo 
as they would not now fubtily( being guilty in their cons 
feiences of their-dishability to defend their errors back, pretend excufes as 
they do:buc.we require them,nay we chardg them,yea we challendg themro the 
fence of their againit thé,to be a falle Chu.falfe yconthtured 
‘gnthe bapofinfanrs;& their owne vnbaptized eltate we proteflagainii them to» 
have a-falfe.wors ,ofreading books; we-proteit againit them to have a falfe govern. | 
of proteft againit themto have a ialfe Minift. of Doc - 
-or Teachers. ¢-Bioally-.> wee proteit againft them thatfeing their conititutivn ds. 


falle,cherfoxthes isno.one ordinance of the L,true among them>. Thefe rhings 
have published, Sof thcle things we require answer.For we proclaime-againit them 
as they proclaime againft their owne mother ‘England..z: That the Seperation. the 
yougeft & che-fayrelt daughter of Rome, is aithailoe;. Eoras isthe mocher{o.is tite 
. daughter: Now. furthermore we delire rhe Sepera-& al men.that they would.nor iam 
vnto vs vntruehs, & condemne theaanocent withour caufe:. For we difclayme 
_the errors commonly, but moft faunderoufly imputed vnto vs.: we are indeed.tra- 
duced by. the world as Acheults by denying the old Teltament.& the Lords day: as - 
Trayters co-Magiltrates in denying & asHeretiques in denying the bu- 
manity of Chrilt:Be it knowae therefore to.al men, Grft thar. we dény not theS¢rip- _ 
cures of the Old Teitament,bnt with the Apo;acknowledg them to hee infpired of 
God 8¢-that wee have a fure.worde.of theProphees.wherevato wee ought ro aread 
votoa light shining inadark place that whatloever it written aforetyme js 
written for our infixuction,shat wee through patience & comfort - of the Scripru - 
mighthave hope: that wee oughe as:‘Chriftcounfelleth to Larch the - 
tures. of the-Old Teftament;as the men of Berza:did, bicaufe that inthenwienay 
find-everlafting life,& that they.doteftifieof Chrif&This wee beleeve according, Lo 
_thefe Scriptures. lohn.3.39. Act. 17.11, Roman.1s 2.7 imoath. 3216. a. Pet. 
yet neverthelefle woe affirme all che ordinanees#f the.Old Te‘tament, viz? 
‘The Chusch,;, Miniltery ,. VVorship Goverumentof rhe Old Tefiamtenr, . 
to bee abolished.alavhich were Types & shadowes of Gadschings to,come,bur the 
Secondly weacknowledg that according to the prefident of Ch Dilcip'es & the 
priminve Churehes, the Saints ou ht vpon the firft dayof the weeke whichis caled 
the Lords Jay, Revel. i.10.toaffemble together to pray. prophecy praife-God & 
break pread-, pesforme. other. parts of Spiritual Communion for 
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Worship of God, ther owne mocual edificatio ny&-the prefervation of true Religiog 
piety in theChurch:& that.we might be beceer-enabied.to the forfaid dutves we 


the Vv 


- 


| Bpifileto the Reader 


Gught to Seperate our felves from the labours of our caliingswhich might hinders - 


v8 therto, Se that according to thele 41.42.00 20.7. lege 


Cor. 16.1. 


Thirdly, concerning Magittrates;we acknow!edg them the ordinance of the | 


L.that every fuule oughe to be fubject che; that are the miniiters ‘of God 
our to befubject -vnco-theni for conicience fake:that they 


_are the thinifters of God'to rake vengeance on chem that do-evil; chat we eughr to 
eptay for the chat.ace in auchority:chacwe ought noc to fpeake evil of ché thatare.in 
-dighity:nor to detpife government; butto pay-tribateycol, cuftome, &c.& chat Fcore 


‘ding to the fe Scriptures, Rom. 319.2. Peta 


$-but of Magiftrates convecred to the Faith: & admitted into the Gha.by baptifme, 
éthermay many queftions be made, which to. answer wes | 
wre would:when fuch things fat out che Lave doubt not will direct 
"vs into the truth Concerning that ‘mater, in the meane ty me-we are aflured acording 
oto che Scrip.that the Kings of the Earth shal at the length brig their glory X<honor 
Finally ,cdncetning the Flesh of thatChr,is the feed of Abrah. 
lacob;& of David, according the Prophecyes ofthe Scriptures, & that he 
the Sonne of Mary his Mother, made of her fubftance,the holy Ghoft overshado- 
swing herrSo have other children ther from thcir parents :alfo that 
4Chr-is one perfon in two diftin’ natures, the Godhead&e-manhood,&.we dereft the 
-cotrary errors:our grounds of thefetGen,22.1 8,8 281 14(Pfal, 
34,1 1.compared with Act. 76.Rom. 1.3. 
Breefly-t6 conclude ler-the Seperation he advertizéd: Thatiwheras they do fo con 
sfidently through their felf love felf conceipt, fil rher mouths with rerefy & -here- 
stiques,as iftherby they would feare babes: That herein they tread in the fteps of all 
Antichriftians their predeceffors :do not the'Paprfts cal the Protetlants hereti- 
eques, & cal for Gre fagat? do not the Proteftants:proclarme the ration Schil- 
‘Matiques & Heretiques, judg them worthy the the affirmation of mé 
without proof,but the evidence of wilful obftinacy in e: for maketh men‘heretiques: 
“And Jet them take heed that they ‘norwithftanding theirSyrenes fongs prove not 
cages full of moft ougly ‘8 deformed Antichriftian Heretiques: Thits defiring the 
“Seperation not to be wife intheir owne-cyes but to become fooles 
sthat they may be-made wife throughhumulity,8 defning the fo: wardett preachers 


& profeflors of the English nation wel to weigh what ‘is the true Cofiftitticion -of 


ethe Church, @e what is the fabje& of rrue-Chriftian baptifine, acedrdingly to mea 


> 


sure atrue halle Church, ceaicswishine the light & love oi thetruthto evety 


~ 


dons following. 


‘ 


"Plage 
GERTAYNE REASONS ‘PROPOV 
a Rich, ee concerning the two propo 


| sna 
Bicaufe ther is neyther precept nor in the newTeltament of any infance 
* that were ba baptized, by lohn or Chrifts Difciples =’ Only ‘they. ‘that nto | 
-fefle their finncs contefle heir Marc. Aa. 


cms Mat. 28,19, 1od,4.1.but infants cannot by dottryne become 
therule of Chritt be baptized. | 


Bicauté Pinan be baptized, the carnal feed is-baptized forthe feale 
-eovenant is adminiftred to ynto whom the coventit 
which a profanation. | 


‘That Antichriftians converted are to be admired 
the tue Church ‘by. Baptifme. 


% Bicanfe foto be conftituted now after che defeBiion of 
as' they were firlterected b the Apoftles : Bucintheconititution of Chur- 


doe now. 

2, Bicanfe but one‘but the of Antichriftisnot true bap- 
tifmé, & fo nor that one — of Chrift: wal of Chrift ntuft have 
true baptifine. 


5, Bicaufeas the fake Church is & ereéted the fille miniftery for~ 
faken, 8 the true recea ved; So falfe worship,(&& by confequent baptisme) mu 

, berenounced, & the truc bapuisme aflumed. 


| 
| 
| 
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BN ANSWERE, TO. TWO ANABAPTISTICAL 
That conve: ted be admicced inte the wue 
Lthough wih great forrow Lanz forced to vadersake this bufines apait 
him that was deere vnto me; yet being therevato provoked by the fending 
tome thefe two polttions with certayneseafons annexed vnder the Authors 
hand: Ichoughr it my part (althoughthe vnableit of many) to contend for: 
she maintenance of che faith which was once given co the Saints.dud.3. And by che 
_ Relp of Godto put a brieiie an{were to thele opinions, which by che Churches in al 
ages have bene dv are condemned for heretical: the prattile w if he 
m «psnightmever have betallen to any ef myne owne country , efpecially to chem that 
were patakers with me of she afflicidons of Chrift for the witneffin® of Kis truth. 
Andcheefly vuto him,to whole charge boch & divers others had once purpofed 
to have committed dur foules had he not belydes thefe broached fome former opi- 
sions, bork crronious & offenfive, whereby the cruth(for which we fusfer ) is like to 
) : bethe more blafphemed of the wicked & many hindered in our owne country,that 
_ shail heare chereof , of whom wee had great hope that they would have walked in 
the fame fayth with vs,Not withitanding for as much as I am infornsed,that the au- 
thor hath promifed vpon the fight of his errors to. confefle the fame , 1do the more 


vpon me this labour, praying the Lord be gine agood_ ifine, tohis glo- » 


~ 


sy, for nsmercyes fake Amen. Now wil come anfwete the pofitions with the 
tealons thereo!,6¢ firft concerning the former, which is this, 
oREPLY..MADE. IN DEFENCE OF TWO 


1. That infanes are not tobe baprifed. 
That coverced are.tobe admixt¢ed to the true church 
 Thefe two truches.are by you Sir,in your anfwer intituled Anabaptiftical, 
_feptoach I do no more acgount of thé youdoe of the impuratié of Brownifme,nor 
theoPaul did of Hetefy:burc: ather as Paul profefled hinvelf joyfub:n fufteyning chat 
blafphemy for the truth, S¢ you rejoyce in thar you for the truthes you proleffe,are 
calumuiared with fuch vadeterved imputations; even fo doe I blefle Gud thac I am 
accéunted worthy to fuffer rebuke forChrift his truch: but know you, Su,for your 
Aumiliation that y our reproach shat light vppen your owne head,& that Chrilt & 
his truth areby-youevilipoken of. | 
.Inyour preface yowavouch that you are provoked to write fmervayle you 
should fo (cing your coniciencetellcth you, chat youdid make the firft 


fed the motion, it would have bene thought that I diftruited thecaule: S¢pvlidvess 
». you alledg,Jud,3.for jadilying your courte in anfwering., I fay you pervert the 
alchosizle pba ase to conrend 'for the mayntenance 6{ the faith which 
«_ Wasouce given co che Sayats,yet you are neycherto plead for Baal, but co lett him 
Blead for are you to contend tor defence ofAneichriltiaa errors,but 
ther have-m 2 very good degree rafed the "Temple of Antichcilt ; -evenfo 
wou should now proceed to vade?muric the very foundation, & to blow wholly 
yp at:once: which ts.donebyrentertayning the baptifme fC hrift tobe adimniftred 
“wppon perfons confeffing them finnes,& confefling their'f :-neyeher will it help 
+ you co lay. chat thele two truths have bene condemned for herefy bythe churches 
amalages,for ifthe Apoltles age aford contrary to the fucceeding ages that. 
which is moft auacient is the traths&'yot know. thal many of your triiths wher- 
ate come,have bene condemned for hericalHin‘as many ages'as thefe truths 
Againe,whereas-you.afirme that by the broaching of thefe opinions & fome for 
mer erroncons & offeafive,che truth is like moreto be blafphemed,& therfore you 
could wish thar wee your comtrymen®& fiends had never fallen“ into them an« 
fwer,;that alchpugh'l shal not rejoyce thar any truch de evilfpoken of, yet ifieshall 
fal out by occafion of pnblishing the trach that wicked men Blafpheme') Jecthem 
know that Chrift is aroc® of offence, & a ftone to ftumble at: & ifany be hindered 
trom the truth by pabliShing the truth,it wilbe theif corruption & fin,& the tiuth 
e orthe-pubiishing of the truth is not in fault: but if you feate hereby thatyour An- | 
 tichriftiaa Church wil fal to the ground,! fay, itis that whichis appointed topers. 


to perdition fer it goe: 1 wil never meanesto'fupport it, Finally al- 


thoughI'have profefled my readines publiquely & privately , to forfake my errors | 
vppon their difcovery, Idjave already for the which | am reproached’ 
among your brethren) yet Lnever profefled my feadines to bée perverted fromthe 
_-truth,which you cal herefy: 8& therfore if you did: vridertake to write vppon this 
you might wel have fpared your paynes, faved your felf from {fo pree- 
vous a finne as you are fallen into by pleading for Antichriftian corruptions, & by | 
to overthrow his own truth, by blelling yourlabours in opugning | 
at; & this breefly shal faffice for your prefacegenerah 


‘Touching this firft pofition,that Infants are not to be baptifed,! read Atixen= 
tius one of che Atrians with his adherents was one of the firft that denyed 

the baprifme of lnfanes,& next after him Pelagius the heretike, againit whom Au- 

gultine 8 others of the auncient Fathers have oppofed & condemned for Herefy, Se 

that according toche Scriptures;which by Gods grace we shal together with them 

further manifelt; & prove by found reafons out of word the lawfulnes of 


= 


Mr 


which fll Lpvil & chen anfivedé thereafons to thé 


“Gen,x7.20,God made his covenant to Abraham & to hisfeed: from. 


covenant. which God made with Abrahamhe commaunded to 
ly But thecovenant that we vnder the gofpel dog,receiveis the.very fame that was: 
» “Therefor. that, is commaunded to be fealed.to vs &to ourfeede,yea even to our: . 
4 The Major can not.be denyed,fee 
The Minoris likewale as true,{or the Apoftle {peaking of this covenant, Act. 2:39: 
fayth,the promile is made to you & to your children, & to al that atea farre of , as 
many as the Losd our. God shalcal.._ In which words it plainly appeareth that this. 
"isthe very fame covenant & promiflc that was mad¢ to Abraham,which they that: 
were afar of,that isthe Geutiles beleeving,doe.receive & were baptifed into.. And 
therefor is Abraham called the Father of many nations, Gen. 17.4,alfo Gal. 3:1'3,4.: 
_ Ghrift is faid to. redemne vs fromthe curfe of the Law , that the bleffing of Abra- 
ham. come on the Gentiles throughlef.Chr.that wee might receive the pro- 
mife of the Spirit,fee verf.8.9. Now thenifwee bee partakers of the fame covenant. 
{for otherwife Abrahams covenant should not be aa everlafting covenant,Gen.17- 
a.feing his pofterity after the fleshis cut of for atyme} Rom.. 1 it mul 
follow that the fame mutt be fealed to vs,8¢ to our infants , (elsis it not the fame) 
& that by the commaundement of God,For the abolishing of circumcifion,, & the: 
‘Bringing in of baptifme vader the gofpel, doth not abrogate or difanullethe com- 
~ gaundement of fealing the covenant to the eb parents with their infants,: 
which.was once commaunded to Abraham,but onely sheweth a changing of the: 
ovwwardfigne, And thereforeas the covenant belongs to the Gentiles beleeving- 
fo doth the feal thereof to them & to their {eede, as that did to. Abraham. & to his: 
feede; The outward ceremonie onely changed,, 


Tohin Smyth. 


Now in the next place you make a [pecial preface to the firft point, affirming that 
baptifme of infants was denyed by Auxentius the Arrian,& by Pelagius whomAu-- 
guitine Sz others refuted Sé.condemned for herefy,8& chat by Scripture: fay 
one heretiquecondenmed another contrary to the Scriprures for the truths faker& 
whereas you bring in the Fathers m this particular point in your 6.pag. | anfwere I. 

canproyethat Auguftine,Cynll, Ciprian, Origen, Nazianzen, Ambrofe, & many o- 
thers were-almoit as grofie heretiques(if he be an herctique that holdeth an herely), 
2 Auxentius &Pelagius,&.you your felves account thé all Antichriltians: & ther- 
pedobaptiltry in aunciem antichriftian Churches is no, 


‘more. 


* 


» 


‘ritual {eed of that covenant the holy Spirit of promife is the feale: for the-carnall 


__ Rich Clifton Se Smythe 
be then the amcient of the inthe 
fairie? buc'thete are but Fidrishes': let vs heare yoaratguments from the Scripture 


Your firftargu ment is'taken'ft framed thus?’ 
« "That covenant whichGod nrade withAbraham, he commatunded to be fealed ta 
him, & to al his feed, yea evento infants. | 


/ 
“ 


But the covenant that we vnder the gofpel do receave is the very fame that was: 


made to Abraham,&c. 7 
Therfor it is Commaunded to be fealedto'vs, & to our feed, yea eve to our infats 
forfo wasit to Abiahams-"* | 


Po this argument I make answer thus: firft diftingnishing the two covenants or 
teftaments(for a covenant & teltamencis al one inthe originals thopgh the English. 


‘words are two); one covenant was made withAbraham& his carnal feed & of that: 


covenant was circumciffon a feale:another covenant made with Abraha & his Spr 


eovyenant hada catnaf feale vppon the carnal feed; the Spiritual covenant had 2 Spiri+- 


tual ale vppon the Spiritual feed:For things muft’be made proportionable, & 
the Spiritual covenant to the: 
to. make adisproportion be~. 


cumeifion which was-a carnal feale,could not feale 
Spiritual feed, for to fay fo,is to leap over the hedg, 
twixt the type & the truth. 


 Thefe things being thus diftingnished let thé beeremembred'& applyed orderly’ 
peare of no value;for the major t$ thus to be vnderftood if it” 


& the arcument wil 
bé true:that the car 


‘coveriant which God made with Abraha his carnal feed; 
Was to be fealed. 


do nor receave that carnal covenant’which was made to-Abrx- 


fignified by that carnal feale,8& the Spirituatinfant, viz:2' hew borne 
in whom Chrift typed by the male is newly formed, figs fied by char carnal infant, 


Thatal thefe particulars are {o;I prove vntoyou pla: y by thele places of Serip- 


Fure.. 


Therearetwo Teftaments made with Abraham @ 


gs243 For Agar thatis 


the old Teftament, 8 Sara that is the new Teftament, were both maryed to Abrahi,, 
typed the carnall!. 


Abraham had them both; 
Therearetwo feedes: Mmaell (of Abrahanr& Hagar 
feed borne after the Flesh18& Iaac(of Abraham & Sara}Who typed theSpiritual- feed: 


B 3 
me 


tu his mfants wich a carnal feale,viz:‘circumciffon: if it be not fo 
vnderitood it is falfe: Now’ the minor, ifit'be aflumed out of the major , (as 
mutt be,els it is a Sophifime)is very falfe & flatly contradictory to the Scripture: for’ 
- we vnder the gofpe 
ham & his carnal teed,whereof circumcifion was the carnal fefle: but that‘carnal ce» 
venant & feale rogerher with the fubject of that feale,vig ¢ a male of 8,dayes:old is. 
taken away by Chrifts crofie:& in the rome thereof we have the Spiritual covenant: 
typed by thar carnal covenant, & the Spiritual feale-viz4 the holy Spirit of promife: 

babe in -Chriff,. 


e 


«There aretwo [eales! Ciraumcifion 2 


| 


feale of the carnal.covenant vppon thecasa 
mal children: Gen.47.11.8¢ the Holy Spirit of promifé a leale.o! the Spitituall cove- 


_. pant vppon the Spiritual feed,2.Cor.1.22.Eph..1 3. & as circumcifion was a feale 


from God to the carnal feed of the promife & from the carnall feed to God in obe- » 
dicnce:So the Spirit of promife isa feale trom God ta the Spiritual feed of the pro 
mile,& fromehe Spiritual feed to the Lord in obedience, Eph, 1.13. loh. 3.33. thefe 
things arecvident;burnow you,|.am perlwaded of mere ignorance, miftaking the 
covenant. , doemake circumeifion a feale of the everlailing Spiritual covenant, 
which ts an error, therevppon you build all your falie building of pedobaptiftry 

which is as ahow(e built vppon the fand by the foolish builders. | 

Now for your places of Scripture expound them inorder, 

Gen-17.10,11-12.this place proveth thar circumenion feale of the carnall 
éovenant made with the carnall feed, & not afeale of the Syirituall coveaant made 
with the Faithtul;For the Spirit is the feale thereof,who is therfor called the Spirit 
of promile,&¢ the feale. Eph, t.13.. it the place of the Rom,4.11. be objetied to 
prove that ciscumafion fealed the righteouines of Faith co Abraham: 1 anfwer,that 
as.not the{cope of che place;burt this;viz:that circumefion had one fpecialty in A- 
braham differing from al other,thac by cucumesfion he was fealed vp to be the Fa- 


) gherofalthe Faithful ax€6cerning the matter of their juftificatié, namely,thac as he 
4wasjultifyed by his actual Faich fo should all the beleevers bee. juftifyed by their 


actuall Fayth whither they beleeved in their vneircnmcifion or in their circumci- 


AQ. 2.39. the promife is offered co the impenitent lewes, & to their pofterity, 8 
¢o the Gentils a far of ;&¢4t was.exhibiced only to fo many as yeelded obedience to 
the Fayth:& whereas in rehearfing the Apoltles {peech,y ou fay ,the promife is made 
1 {ay therein you ad to che text-For if you intend rhat the promife of the Spirit was 
exhibited to al the lewes & their infants,& tu the Gentils beleeving & their infants 
8c that this place afordech ic,| fay the place doth net intend any fuchthing, but on- 
dy an offer of the veer covenant,to the carnal lewes & theis.children , according 
to the Flesh,& alfo the Gent#is:but a true conferring or exhibiting of it to fo many 
as should be effeftuaily called by the offer of it in the preaching of the Gofpel. _ 

Further wheteas you feem to aflume that feng che covenant was made to Abra- 
his infants, itis therformade to.vs & our infants.! deny that ever the cove 
mant Spiritual was made that Ascuntered to al Abrahams infants according to the 
Flesh: neycher therfor is it made thar is corferred to al our infants: this youshould 
prove, but it is vndone: | comfefle the promife was offered to all Abrahams carnall 
feed ynder that carnal covenant of the Old Teftamene, & fo it is offered now to all 
our carnal childi¢a by the preaching of the gofpel in the new Teftament:but 4s the 
Spiritual covenant was only exhibited to the Faithful,the true feed of Abraham, fo 
ss it new only exhibited to the Faithful which are the only crue feed of Abraham, 
4vhois the Father of vs al,& wee alhis children , & juftified by aftual Faithas he 
was 4 in. sefpeQ whereof infants wanting actual Fayth cannor bee truely faid 


ghe Children of Absaham,bas are chat they arc in feacas £0 the Lord whatloever 


they are 


betwixt.Mr.. 
3 


Rich.Cliftom & Tohn 
much for the Scriptures by you alledged in:your Sift chee 

which | have anfwered | reafon pedobaptittry ehus,” 

AS ic was with che Father of the Faithful fo be with the 
Children of Abraham;Rom. 4.11. - 

But Alraham the Father of che Faithful.fich 8 being feas 

“eked with che Spirit of promife , atterward the figne of ciccume 


Ergo The Children of Abraham the beleeving Genuls :, muft 
aftually,8 be fealed wich the Spirit of promilt then receave the 
of water, 

2. Asimthe Old Teftament, the carnal children circumcifed & fo 
into that Church of the Old Teftament:Soi in the New Teftament the fpi- 
ritual children be Spiritually circumcifed,that ism nart , & shen be admitted 
by baptifine into the Church of the New Tettament. | 
But che firft was lignified by ty pe: Ergo the fecond is verified in the truth. 

~ 3. Asin che Old Seftament carnal intants were carnally begotten: & borne by 
the mortal {eed of generation by their carnal parents, & then were carnally circum- 
cifed,& receaved into the carnal covenant. So in the new Teltament Spiritual infaes 
new borne babes inChnit, muft be Spiritually begotten & borne by the inmmorta§ 
feed of ation, by the Spiritual parents, 8¢ then being Spirituably circumhcile’ 
they sbal by baptifine with water be receaved into the New Teftament.. : | 

roe the fisit was fignified by type:Ergo the fecond is verified in the vie | 
. If the carnal intants in the Old Tettament were circumcifed , then the carnal 
infanes inthe New Teftament muft not be baptized: bicaufe that as circumcifion is 
abolished which was the figne or feale, {> the infant is abolished which i$ the fab- 
of that figne or (eale,8¢ a proportionable infant introduced ; whichis one 
nerate by the Spirit & the word, 
checarnal infants in the old Teftament were cineumcifed. 

Ergo the carnal infants are not now in the New Teftament to be baptifed. oe 

Asin the Old Teftament when the male appeared. the 8.day, ther was a pain- 
Ful circumncifing 8 mortifying ofthe fuperfluous: forskinne when the party wasire~ 
ceaved into the covenant actually:So in the new Teltament the Lordlef;Ch: 
(typed by the male)appeareth:& whertther is a painful circomci mortifying 
of thefuperfluous forskinne of the hart,the party lo qualified 
into rhe new Teftament actually. 

But che firtt was fignified by type: Ergo the cond} | verified in 

And thi fc answer to your firlt wer 


q 
4 


Mr, Rich. Clifton, | \ 
Col.a. 11.12, 
belonged to Faithful Abraham & hivfeed., yea to fuch were 


> 


4 


The confequent wil {vllow,jcing baptisme cometh in pid¢e of Gecumeifion feat 
out feed ithe tame promufes that circumcifion.did to Abraham 
&z te his feede, Coll,2.11.12. & chat ample manner ( if not’ more 
ample)then to the dfraclits,for ofthem only were circumciled,but by 
areibuth males & females fealed. And this mutt follaw neceflarily, or ds 
covenant by the coming of le.Chr.should be more reftrayned , then it waswnder 
shelawjwh6d canoe toszatify confxine that wholly ,as nt Apottie faith, 3-Cor.1. 
promules of arein him,yea& Amen , &c. for God gave itavith the 
deale thereof,to Abraham & & his infants, Chrift should give it vnto.vs onely 
siot to lefien & in Goll theeovenant, not to con- 


“7418s; se ke Faythful Abraham & his feed, yea to fuch as were 
the firltistruc,Gen.17.10. Ergo the fecond, 

The reafon ofthe confequent is doubles: for that baptifine in :place of 
circuntifion as afeale of the ame promifes to vs & ourieed; Col.2.41.12. 2.For 
ithat-the covenantmuft be as largely fealed vp to vs as ty thé,therforto our females 
aswel as males,8¢ infants as wel as perfons of yeeres: Bor the covenantin Chrift is 
ot leffeifed but of as ‘larg extent now as.then; Seing in Chri all the 
oftGadareyea & amen. 

1 answer that this argument is buile vppon thelame - Ite ground with ahe for- 
ger ameer miftaking ofthe covenant,& feale,& feed } their is manifeft violence 
£ommiteéd-vppon theSeripture by perverting& w itto 
therfor 1 deny:the confequence.& lgive reafons of my @Ppiall, 
Bicanfe circumcifion did not apeiteyne toAbrahagp & his infants as.a feal¢ of 
theeverlaiting covenant of life& Salvation, but ofthe cxtennal temporary covenant 
pfiche land ot Canaan,& to:theLaw of Mofes:& therfor though cir- 
cumcifion yned to Abraham & hus.carnal infants as afeale of theexternal co- 


-svenant y et it doth not follow that baptifme belongs to the Faythful & rheir carnal 


anfants as aieale of the Teftament made of 


4. Secondly bicdnfe the do do not occup py Abrahams place’ in the cove- 
nant of the New Teftament , bicaufewAbrahamisithe Father of all the Faythfull, 
‘but no man though never fo Holy hath that | rae to bee the Father ofthe 

Faychfull : Abraham receaveth Faythfull i into his bofome. 
2 
bicont of dhe ars ofthe emt 


hildren of Abrabam the Father of the Faith{ul:but place of 


4 


Abraham according to the Fleshe,&therfor the difpropottion being in 
 articulars the confequence of the argument is weake & infufficient, 
.£you wil make true confequents you mult reafon the typero the truth 
ortionably,,8¢ not from the type to the type as this argument importeth; ney>" 
you confound thecovenants & feales as you do:burmuft make al things 
.diltin® & proportionable the one to the other.asthus. 
Abraham che Father of the carnal infants: Abraham the Fatherof the ‘Faithfuk 
Carnal Abrakam& his carnal feed,carnally circumeifed:So Faithful Abraham &his 
Faithful Children, Spiritually circumcifed. The carnal infantsof the old Teltament: 
-camally circumeifed; The Spiritual infacsof the new Teltament, that is, men regencs 
Thus you fe the difproportion of your ro oer thetrue proportion thatyou 
-Ought-to have made your'argumment had beenguod. 
Bat let vs {ee the reafons ef-your confequerice,& the S¢eriprures you do preduce’ 
for the confirmation ofthem:you {ay that baptifme cometh inthe rome of circkciy 
fion as aleale of the fame promifes to vs Sz-our feed: 1 vererly deny it: & I-provethe 
contrary-vatory on:Seing that the circumcifid ofthe hart fueceedeth in the place of 
-circumeifing the flesh?RO,2. 2.9.8 cireumcifion made withouthands comethin che 
place of circumcifion made withyhands, Col.z 1.compared with Eph,2.11, & cir! 
cumeifion the feale of the flesh;hath-t he H, Spirit of promife which ische Spiritual 
feale cofucceed in place therof, Eph. 1.1 3.14.-which feale of the Spirit isthe earneft 
of our inheritance,as circticifton of the flesh was an earne® of the inheritanceofrhe 
Jand of Canaan tothe carnal Ifraclites:& 1 déefire to be enfgrmed in al the Scriptuses: 
where baptifine is called a feale,for 1 deny that che baptifme of water is the feale ,of 
‘the new Teftament;t hough | cannot deny that the baptilme-ofehe- holy ghof isithe 


Leale. 

fay therfor that thefealeofthe'Spirit mut go befor the baptifme of water:& as 
aithe ordinances of the new Teitament are Spiritual,& yet vifiole, fo is thefeale off 
ithe new Teftament Spirirual,8z yetvifib'e thervppon'men being vifibly fealed 
‘with the Spirit as Cornelius company was, Adt-10.47. may challendg the baprifme! 
‘With water,as Peterthere teacheth: this vifible feale of the new Teftamentis confefii-| 
on-as-in-the old Teftament citcumcilion wastheis-confeffid; &bapeifme is not a feale: 
‘but a manifeftation of the feale. You fee therfor that baprifme is not the feale of the’ 
new Teftament,& chat circumeificn did not feale vp the everlafting covenant'to A- | 
braham,& al his carnal feed;now the place of Col, 2. 11.12, which-you produce zo 
provethat baptifme comechun the rome of circumcifion, is not fo tobe conftrued, | 
but the Apoltle reacheth the vertue of Chr.ciccum@@p & baprifne;which is mor- 

tifying & burying offinne & refurection from finne;& the Apeft: doth noc intend 
to teach that in the new Teftament baptifme fucceedeth for circumcifion: but hee 
teacheth the vercue of Ch. circumcifion & baptifme in the Faithful-fo thar feing cir 
cuméifion was a feale of the promifes of the old 'Teftament to the'carnal feed ,8cxhat 
the Spiric is the feale of che promifes of the new Teftament tothe faith‘ul feed of A- a 

braha,therfor neither doth baptifine of water {ncceed circumcifion’, neither doth 

baptifme with water feale. vp any promifes to the 


vieb'y, 


= 


viboly declare what promifes they already are partakers of,vizzof che Spirit of pro¥- 

« Againesin your fecond reafon you would infinuate a reftraynt in the new Teflas 
moent,ii baptisme be uot dus to infants icing circumcifion was due to infants inthe 


Old Teltament: answer many wayes:1.Seing that baptisme doth not fucceede cir- 


cumcifion,this alegation is nothing to the purpofe:.2.Seing baptismeis bothto male 
& femaleit is larger then circumcifion which was only ies ces male: 3.feing that 
_ baptisme is both to Jew & Gentil,therfor more larg then circumcifion : but thele 
things are almoft nothing to the purpofe: Therfor I fay more pertinently, That the. 
covenant made with Abraham in re{pect of Chrift is now as larg as ever it was:For 
that was never made with Abraham & ai his carnal children , but only with Abja- 
ham. the Faychful,& fo it continveth m the fame tenor ftil & it is enlarged now 
Since Chrifts comming only in refpect of the cleerer,8¢ more vniverfal publication: 
ot ic:for then the covenant made with, Abraham in refpec&t of Chrift was shadowed 
out darkly in types,now fince Chrilticis preached plainly ; then it was only to the 
Lewes,now toal nations, Mat.28.19.befides ] affirme that circumcifion was never 2 
Aeale of that covenant that God made-with Abraham in refpect of Chrift , for the 
Holy Spirit of promife is the feale of itsbut circumcifion only was a feale of theexcer 
~ nalcovenant: & rhe feale of the Spirit is as large as the feale of the Flesh: For all che 
carnal Ifraelites were carnally fealed , al the true,beleevers aie fealed by the Spi-. 
rit:al che males were carnally fealed , al chat have the male Chrift formed in them. 
(whither men-or weomen)are fealed y the Spirit:For in Chiift ther is neyther male 
norfemale: Gal, 3.28,al the carnal {ged were carnally fealed whither yong or old, fo 
ali the Spiritual feed are Spiritually fealed whither new borne-babes in Chrift , or 
perfect men that are come to the meafure.of the age of the fulres of Chrift : & fo. 
the covenant is nut leflened,taking things in their due proportion, & not perverting: 
them, & whereas you fay in Chrilt all the promifes of God are yea & amen,2.Cor. 
#20, therby infinuating that in the new. Teftament the covenant muft be as large as. 
gnthe old, I confefle it to be as larg, but this is {trayned to the proving thereof? 
For the meaning of it is that vnto the Faythful allthe Lords promifes are verefied,. 
but his promife was never that al their carnal feed should have baptisme as a feale of 
life & falvation,bur tharal the beleevers should have the Spirit of promife which is. 
the new. Teftaments feale.. 

_ From: that which! have answered to your fecond argument I reafon thus. 

Ifalthe carnaliatanes of Abraham were never actually ynder the everlafting: 
covenant.in re(pect of the actuall poffesfion of it. then they never had title: 
to the feal¢e of the covenant. 

But al the carnal isfancs of Abraham.were never actually vnder theeverlafting 
covenant in refpect of the actual poffesfion ofit:Seing that Abrahams chil- 
dren according to his actual Fayth were only vnder it,Rom,4,11. - 

og the catnal infaats.of Abraham never had title to the feale of the ever- 

alting covenant, & therfor not to baptisme. 

bapsisme doth not fucceede circumcifion,then baptisme doth not pertaine 
ibfants though circumcikon perteyned to carnal infants, 


But 


7 
| 
he 
| | 


doth dot fucctede circumeifion , the Rale of ihe 18 
to che of the Flesh, ba tisme ‘weith water 16 the 
giatiiicttation of the feale. 

baptisme doth net aperteyne to the carnal infants. 


his “carnal infants ; then(by your proportion)baptisme doth not ‘{cale vp the everla- 
fing covenant to the Faichfal their carnalinfants,> 
Butcircumcifion did not feale vp the everlafting covenant to Abraham & all his 
carnal 
~“Ergoz(by 
£0 chee Faich ful their carnal 


4. Ifbeleeving parents do not Rand inAbrahams rome to conveigh the covenat 


to their though they be baptized » yet then children shal 


mot. 
But the beleevers do not ftand in Abrahams rome, toconveigh 
“their infantssForno manis the Father of the Faythfull as Abraham was, & he did 


never conveigh the everlafting covenant to-his carnal infants, 


Evgo: beleeving parents be themfclves,yer ther infants shall not 


“be baptized 

"Fe 7 infants of the Faythful de nor occupy the place of the true hildren of A- 

‘braham,but only occupy of the carnal children:then theugh the true chil 
dren of Abraham,t.the actu beleevers be baptized, yet the infants shal not which 
cannot actually beleeve. 

‘But the gafants. of the Faithful do net occupy the place of the true children of A- 
the children ofAbrabam do the workes of Abraham, Toh,8,34. which 
“infants cantor doe. 


Ergo though a€tnal beleevers be baptized: yet infants shal not. 
argument whieh you 


And thus much’ may faffitce for answer of this fi 


as weakeas the firit built yppon the fame fand. 


Mr. Rich. Clifton 
Mate,ro. 3.14.8¢ Mat.19.13,14. | 


$, They thie are of the Kingdome of God have righe & title to all the Molp 
things therto belonging , may perticipate of fo of them as are 
pable to receave, meus 

But the infants of beleeving parents are of the Biigdotac of God.’ erp 
Therfor the infanes of beleeving parents have right 8% title to holy things 
eherto belonging, & may participate of fo many 
baptisme, feing they arecapable ofthat. 

The majer propofition I thinke wil uot be denyed iti wiitten 
_32.Al things are yours, &c.Rom.9,4. 
The alamprion i$ Mat.19, 13-17. For of fuch is: the King 
this kingdome' ttvod aot 


is 


dotne of God 


3. ‘Tt did not feale vp the everlafting covenant to Abrahiam & 


your doth not feale YP the everlaiting covenant 


the covenant te - 


them, &c. And | confequently of 


only ofthc is being oF beleeVved; but | 


3. of 


{ 


| 


them 


Your third argument failoweth, Mare. 16. 13: 
that ace-uf che Kingdome. ofGod, have right, & title to.al the holy thin 


to 'receave,. . 


éeying parents, parents are-of the Ki zdom. of God. 
ro belonging, & may participate of fo many, of theméxc.& 


major youlayt iS; written,1,Cor, 3. pile; 
allumption is proved Mat. 19.13.14, 

argument of yours I make answer you have not peoved thse 

vilible Chur. al therof perteyne to infants of the faith ful: 

| the infants of the lewes that were prelented to Chir. were sot infants of beleve rs for 
oughrtharl fec:neither.can it be proved rhat they were infants of the Blt 

fome likelyhood ro the cogcary:leing the difciples repelled the shat brapghe: 
miy be they were the children of of the Romane loldicrs fomeCana- 
fuitish perfons:bur fnppofe they were children of the lewes How. is if proved that 
'paré ts were belevers feing that she ofthe lewes were for the moft part. 
~ ftifnedked 8 vacircumcifed in hart. & if ch ey had beé the childré of beleving lewes . 
that were baptized by ban (by your dottryne the infanes were al-. 
geady baprized)w hat need was thereto thé to-Chr. excepcit were for popish 
hence you Cafinot conclude baptifme. I avouch conitatly againit. 
either they were not the childrén ofl ewes! of chaethey pos thie in-- 
nes of beleving lewes:or it Followeth nos chetfer. 
thief infants were of the Kin be baptized: fooChi.dérh notfy, 
Par of chi is the kingd Gods& f he doth expound himtelf M 

$-6.Defides can By the Kingdome of God Che. vaderttande 
ghe vifible church of the new or how éan Youproye thatChr. bleffecl honed 

of ché-vifible “Ch you prove rbat the bleffing of Abraham 
eytieth only to the the viliblé Or that from this particafar 


as 


comming v | co! ing 
1 chem that were not of bus. Kingdome? 
the children of the Kingdomeven to the 
BB _capablethereot as thc infants of Iirael were ion, being borb pertakérs o 
| 
able. 
¢ 


| Ricki Cliftod & Tohn Sinythi 
ve that obteynedfor them,&. prayed for remiffion of 
revealing lifetfor many were brought toChr. for releef ot bodily infirrit 
deny’ that; bicaute Chrift blefiéd fomecf thetafanes the 
Jewes ot Gétinls yppon fpetial intreaty , therctore. st may hence be'‘concluded that 
thecovenant& feales of the covenant(as you cal baptifme)doth aperceyne. 
fo ther the fan reafon of a intans of fome Specialy: as of 
Jar rege bicaufe Chrifaich the Kingdom of God doth aperteyne tofuch , then. 
the fippef for ify are not capable ofthe Li in two 
x.for they catinoteate it,avfortharthey cannot-examine ves: |] answer. 
they, muft haye as chey-caneate it: cannot confeffe their finnes & 
they had been the infants of belevess,orif the: 
‘Apo.had known Chz.mynd for of infants he Opportunity 
havé'p in practife’ inthis ¢h placewhere- 
‘ther is fo jut tt not deale 
J fait hfully which to fay were blafphemy, or that he never pupae baptilme of 
thenfor by chat whichtiath beé anfwered thar 
are weak &¢ the Scriptutes alledged by you do not confirme them: for the place + - 
that al thangs are yours:chatis cheirsthat attually beleevede 
we baptized: & al the ordinances of the-vilible church are theirs both title vie 
hat hence:yow-mult nedes prove if yout arg good that infarits mutt - 
Faltonly yous Gautson helpech you;yiz thattkey may pertake-fo many 
afe oftbuc wiser this caution expretied inal the fcripeures - 
do you think that the ravmbers of te Charchi: areivot capable of alzhe meancs of 


avouch vnto you sharehis plage:perteynech only.ta perfons< 
not co perfons vadapcized, Se therfor it ficteth not youmpurpofe. 
“Rom: promifes pestey nets theiiractices: tideny thé word 
isipue perverrarische meating ofthe For Paull 
‘intendetl not to prove thaetheicamal abattually withia the covenat~ 
OF grace falvation by Chr. ceally pofielled.o fit, but-that vnder the oiieward 
covenant & promile wherof they were Ha fealed, the Spiritual covenant & pro- 
“tnifé wis offered prefenced vata ppeaching being 
_afcholengr. to Chriit. sine 
swhetas in dhs are 2s - 
af baprifme as infants were of ciret thequaly capable of the - 
baprifine Ge ftheeovenans of the new 
Teft.as circumcifion was thefealeof the old ac infants - 
were capable of circumecifion abfolutely:feing chat toh <ircumcifed ther wat-no- 
thing required but a foreskinna ape xifme in thenewTdlther 


<> 


this answer licoflett arguments againik 
ge They that are'not members-of the valible Church, haye no title to the holy 
~ thingsof God,& theriar arevncapable o! them;& fo of baptisme. 
Infantsotths Faychiui are nor actually memabers of the vifible Church 3 For 


places:Maic, 10.1 not prove that the parents of 


ings of God,& 
Ifthe by putting back infants prefented,to Chrift.deelare planty 
| infants were not to’bee broughety bee baptized of Chrift ; then. in- 


fs were nor baptized by Chrift, nor commauaded to bee baptized 
| y him. 


Buc the truesthat the Difciples put back infants prefented to Chr.&c. 
Ergo: The later is truc;chat infants were net: baptized or commaunded to be 


g- Ifthe perfons prefenting infants to Chrift to be blefled & prayed for:do noe | 
for them:then they kuew no fuch cuftome vf{ed by Chrift to 
But the fick is that perfons prefenting infants to Chrift to be blafled & 
. prayed-for,do nor defire baptismefor them. 


knew no {uch cuftome vied by Chr.of baptifing infants. - 
\ Chriftreceaving infants, praying for chem,blefling them,doth neither bap- 
tizethem , norcommaund his Difaplesto bapuze: them : then eyther 
H | Per 4 Chrifts pleafure was they should not be baptized ,.or els hee forgatt 


» in not Teaching. baptisme off infants vppon fo juft an 


ow Butt Chiift receaving infants praying for them, blefling them , doth 
néyther baptize t his Dilciples to baptize them;acy- 
ther did forgett his duty in not geathing baptismie of infants occafoned. 

Chrilts pleafure was and is’) chat infants should nor be bap- 


Theythat are not adtu of the promifes orcoygnant,are not actu- 
ally to be invelted with baptisme. 
not aQually poflefied with the covenant: Seing they performe net 
the condition, yiz;confeflion of their finnes & their Fayth actually. 
irgotanfants are sot to be invefted with baptisme. 
Bas shal fafies for aaswer of your third argument. 


| 
25) were deleeving Lewes, orsbthey were beleeyers thex infants 
were already baptized with their parents | fo 
intend baptisme to aperte or- 
Mr. Rich, Clifton, | 


thechi 
isto her husband. And therforare the children called y , bicaufe they are the: 


| Rich, Clifton 8 Tohn Smyth: per. 
Hf the children of beleeving parents be holy , then arethey with in thecos. 
Bde: cones Abraham , and fo conféquently have ryght to the feale» 
che firlt is crue, r.Cor.7.14. Ergo the fecond. | 
Touching the former propofition, I takeit, that none wil affirme holines i 
ehat are not of the covenant, for in that-re{pect, Ifrael was called a holy nation. 
19. 6.1.Pet,2.9,& al others vncleane, Act. 11, 3.8 10.15, that were without, If ing. 
fants be within the covenant,then can net the feal be denyed tofuch, feing the Loy 
hath joyned the promife feale togetaer, Gen,17.10,which no man may or ought 
What can be objected againft the aflumption,I fee not, feing the-A poftle plainly. 
affirmes, but now are your children holy. —_ Vnlefle it may be faid,as of fome I have: 
heard,thart as the vnbeleeving wyfe is fan@tified to the husband, fo are the children. 
viz:to the vfe of their Father;but this to affirme is a great abufing of the Scripture. 


For the Apoftle in that place objection that the Faithful is defiled by 
t 


the fuciety of the vnfaithful: proveth that the faithful husbad may with good'con- 
icrence vie the veffel of his vnfaithful wite,by arrargument from the effects;namely 
bicaufe their children, which are borne of them , areaccounted holy or within the 
:omife,God having faid to al the Faithful, Fwilbethy God, & the God of thy 
ed. As for chat other ftraunge expofition,that rhe Children of a beleeving Father 
are tro otherwife fanctified then the vnbeleeving wife is ynto her husband,viz? to 


- their Fathers vfe only,that cannot ftand with the meaning & purpofe of the Apofts 


For fo match may be faid' of an vnbeleeving fervat,that he is for the vfe of his mafter 
to do him fervicetif children beno more holy then fo,then have they no prerogative 
in being the children of a beleeving Father,neither is the objeétion removed by this 
answer. 
If it bee further prefled that the vnbeleving wife is (aid to be holy,as wel as the 
chiJdren,yet is she not within the covenant.! answer,that she indeed is not holy,as: 
be her children,for she being an infidel is without Gods covenant, & therfor she is 
faid to be fanctifed in her husband,the Apoft!e refpe€ting their mariage , which 
though it was contracted before either party beleeved, viz ftands firme & not diflol 
ved when either of them is called:to the Baith, fo chat th? beleeving husband may 
vfe her as his wife, if she be content to diel wit! ‘him, ».Cor7.12. Now 
dren cannot be fanctified or Seperate to fuch vet ‘theit Father, as the wife: 


feed of a beleeving Father. i ps 
|  Tohn Smyth 


"Your fourth argument is from r,Cor.7. 4. thug? 
If theChildren of beleeving parents be holy:then are they within the ¢govenis 


of Abraham, fo confequently have rightto thefealetherof. ~ 
Bur the fi truetr.Cor-7.14, Ergothefeconds 


lewer 


3. $1-yeohave alwayss refifted 
NOt. vader the covenant of A- 
of. of.chis point char the whole Church of the 


of the. everlatting. covenant madewithAbraham 

of ‘at members of the New 


the matter or members of 
Kisepentance is bot oR Obedience of the or 
the eyident, [cing asthe miniery, worship 
Bound of the Church of che.old Teftament was.of another nacuie, then the con- 
che mater. Scforme of the new, Teltamene is}Seing the:{or that she 
governnacnt.ai the old Teftament- was ca nal,the contiirutid 
be caraal: Therior the mater & foime mutt be carnal: TAerfor Faith& re 
potrequired matter of Teitament,bur only, acarnal 
foreskinne, whereby the carna! thatisthe — 


-woviThe wiz: she matter & of the Church oh the did 


suis conftirucion or the matter& forme of the church of the 


holy, butceremonialy holy the covenane is not the everlafting 

aovenant,but the typical carrial Covenant or commaundement: & fo true 

thit.is Faich & rapenrance was net or 


The cunititutien, viz, ‘the miatter& forme of theChurch of che ‘ld 
(chat is the not thetrath: thar is the members 
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» accomplished, of, produced by. she walking or. of 

fice the confticution of she Church of the.old Teltaments forby scoslequenr, 

of the Church of the Old Teftament ip 

: Fayth, £0. the membas and.fo pos Heal 


dynes 
‘But held Teflamens,the, the obedience.of Law. brought not 
members of she Church of the old Tofament, 
aid O08 preluppo fe, Rayth, tance, of (ruc in: 
‘That svhich wasa Schoolmr. oreach poféthat the 


ExcosTha 4nd nos preluppole that the Schollers tad 


waa hidslen, kept, 


fecerat wasa WE ety. not the 
sud. Chusch-of the ord 1B EAS their conftitution 
mem of Church of th Old: were 20%, 
or obedience to the golpel in their confticucion. 
{Thesis no condemnation rothem that aceia, Chrift,. 
su A. Thetis condemnation,tothem that are vader the Law, Gal. aa 
Ergo: The Law.or.old Teftamens doch noe Cc brift of thar’ are 
onnder the.Law.are netin Chnitt: fp the of the church of che old 
eftamens: were net cxuly holy | 
, whale, difpuration. of Pale to ‘the ‘ Galatians con¢erning 
by Faithia Chrift withoucche workes of the doth evidently con-_ 
firme this excellent truch, Teaching chat {cing the yemoft nice of theLaw did - 
ant herfor of necelfity, it Fc th thas.che Law oF 
» old: Teftament did not.preluppole it,or true holines int sbers ther of For: it 
had Reewa vanity have given them.a, Law which sho ‘Could not pre- 
ewes was imchem sher cont, ior 
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Paflages beewixe Mr. 
idly defend again all men chat the Church of the Old-Teftament in the- 
Apter or of it Was not really Holy ;-but only Typically: & theriog 
“tae members theroi admitted tn by cir¢umcifion ‘were not truly holy or:fancified, | 
ef in actual poticff:on ot that everlaiting covenant which God-made with Abiabsm_ 
‘ta teipect of Chiill;but only vnder the offer of it inthat typical Feftament givcu to. 
Abraham, & written & amplified by Mofes, loh 
‘pared woth Heb. 8.8.9. | 
_~ Haying tutliciengly confirmed this truth,] returne in particular to answer your 
obj sctions faying til rat che nation of the Jewes was holy,not truly but typically 
SE chat their holisies was this,thac by that external covenant whereinto they were. 
Ere admutted,they were trayned vp, or Schooled to Chrift,being by all 
thece: emonial law. & old Tettament,or carnakcommaundement -, asit were by fo 
iny-mecanes conlécrated or dedicated to that holy end& purpofe, which was tiped 
& shadowed by thofe figures & fimilitudes of heavenly things. Fherfor as the.word 
or hallowyingis vinally- taken in ehe old’ Teftamet forthe erring of any 
‘thing apart'to a holy vfesio were, the people of Ifracl holy seven an holy-natid above 
al thenatpons oft ke Earth,See Exod. 14. 1-4. compared 
with Adi,21.28.81er the place which you aledg,Ex.19:6.to prove the Ifraelites an. 
holy natiog, | fay,thar cither the meaping ts that they were hely, 
¥pco holines, or that thiey By attayning the end of che law should attayne true ho- § 
Hines in, ChriftrSo. that this place is nothing to your purpofe of the holines uf the e- 9 I 
‘termal covenant winch God madesvith Abraham:So that though infaots. be vnder 5 
‘offer of the covenant made with of Chirilt,yershal net baptifme 
admjnilired yppon them,as your confequent doth import, bicauethatintheold 
Teftamept none were circumciled but that were aChually-feafed vppen cite 
“external covenant therefore none in che New Teftament shalbe baptized bur 
ehofe that are actually pofletied, of the covenant of che New Teltament:bucthe ac- 
‘tua! poffefiion of the promife is by obedience to the Faith-Fer by-Faith (faith rhe 
Apoltle. Sai, 3.1 receave the promife of the Spirit,8c we receave the Spirit by 4 
the hearing-of Faith preached, Gal. 3,2.8¢ Faith cometh by hearisgof the word prea: 
‘f 
A 


ched,Rom.' 
Seeagdly,! anfiver concerning the confequent of your Majors confequeat: tine ; 
shal noofollow thar bicaufe chi!dren are vnder the-covenant(as you fuppofe, but . 
we deny )rharsherfor they thal have the outward figne or feale taeroftfor you know 
wa ler de law thatemales were actually vnder checovenant of the old Teflamér,& 
Yer wereact fignedwich che fegle:& before,the law was given al thac were actualy . 
vader the covenant ynukghe rymeofAbraham had no external figneor feale herof. 
ifyouGjy in-opnofition to-the circumcifion of chefemale that she was vacapable of 
aniwer the. L.had 25undaace of if ic had-heen his wil thae: al vnderthe | 


covenint should ke pertakers of ahe thefeale-titerof, he could inwifdom & - 
would have appoisted fuch an.externatfigne-or fealethat might have 
bene ad niniftréd vppona! vndeethe but feingtite L. chofe our the maic 
tor Ci he purpofed to teach in acype that only the maie(thae 


chit fealed with the Spisie « f promile wader chenew Tell 


“Bat if you fay in opofition co that-before he Law,that ther wis no feale or figneap 
pointed: by God tor chem vnderthe covenant,bicau/e the L.thought 1¢ not 
_peedful {ay-thacherby it apearech.that,to be vader the eovendr, was nce the caule 
of title:to che feale,buc the particular exprefie commsundemens or wil oi God: & fo q 
ithe infufficiency of your confequent appeareth, which impoi¢eth that-tokcevnder, 
the covenant is reajon {ufficient to prove apartic torbe inueled Kale or figne. i 
the covenant; & this excelienc-cruch her by is manifclied, chaeif «should begr.n- 
tedahatintanes were actualy vader che covenant yer it follow thervppon 
. that therfor they shou'd have she figne or feale ot the covenar,ayhich you fay is bap 
. tifme,except it could be proved by exprefle commaundement otkerwileifor this are 
_gumcnt you fee proveth itmot: Hence'therfor apearcth the-weeknesof your argu: 
pact, viz thac if anfanes were holy, fo vnder the covenant, yet it deth act follow, 
that therefor they shall have vhe figne os feale of the covenant which. (you fay,bus 
Buch you fay is evidét;1.¢0r.7.14.but now are 
your children hely:y ou affix me that infants of one of the parents Faxhful are 
-excent many things here: fu ft: defire that you expound veto me what this holines is. 
-whuch the Ap.here - mentioneth;ha fay it isto be vnderthe-covenant, 
then I demaund whatit 1s tobe the covenantfprehaps you wil fay {though 
this bego mmne in acircle)it isto bejuftihied by imputation of Chr.righteotnes. T 
demaund-which of thefe three,viz.co be holy,to bevnderthe covenat;te- haveCh. 
_bighteoulnes imputed, is firft in fay:Firlt,' they -arevnderthe 
- covenant. Secor.dly ,they are juftified by the imputed righteoulnes-of Chr. Thirdly. 
they are fanctified or holy: Fhen infarits-come 
the covenant:when they are conceaved:or when they-are bornefor when tho parées 
are converted being al: eady bornezle-wilbe anfwered.: Fhat thefe infants that are 
of Fairhiul parents come ynder the covenant im their conception:& thele 
infants that are already borne come vader the covenant when their-parents asete- 
generate: hereby then it appeareth that the-covenant is ‘conveighed: to the childi¢h. 
rom the parents by generation, 8by-filial relation:-herevnto aidthacif it [a 
that fome fay,that childien vnder the government of the faithful alfo ere‘ vnder the AS 
 covenant,thst thecovenant is conveighed alfo by pupilshjp or addption: & ifbond- 
‘flaves or ferwants/being infants be ynder the cevenant*bicaufe of their belevingMrs. 
then fervisude isal fo a meanes or inftrument of conveighing thecovenant from 
20 Servanesthis being propounded.then asthe'truth you hold,tharplead for Pede- 
you maintayne,that feing peneraticn,filial 
fervitude are meanes to bring infants vnder the covewane jthen‘they are meance 
to bring mfants vades juftification;& vader AnQification: So'that it followech'tiR 
‘we mult aecount mfants of belceving parentsthatarechildré by By 
adoption, al mfants of beleeving s,shat are-botrein avery or'fervitude 
fohed & ,bican( the covenant is communicated vnto them by the fore 
fadrehtion Then Iproceed &-demaund why may rotall rhe infaats-bosse 
eroneKing ,if his fubjects , ‘bee ail his Servants Vaffals they, fay_) 
‘bee by chas selation brought vndes thecovenant,, & fobe accounted 
tye 


= 


‘Rich.@lifton & th. 4 22 


: 


the wifeshal not be the-covenant forthe relation of mariage: happily it will 
Bee idthe wifé being of yecrescannot bee admit-e} bicaufeot her ynbelecte: & 
¥ fay chat infanes of parents 82 Mis.canngrtice- admicted-, bicaufe of their want of 
Fath being Viidur yceressbut ic wilbee Grid covenant with Abraham was? 


with him his fesdonly:! fay ie was made(by- your confeffion)with him and 


adopred infants; with him his pupils being intants with him & his Servants. 
being infants: therfor not only wich him’ 8: his feed. & feing fome not of his. 
feed miy be admircedinro the covenant, thofe that are further of, why shall nor 
chofe char are neerer'as his wife but you wilfay. brcaufe infants do not refule the: 
covenar;they may be admitted'to baptifmethotigh adopted child:é,chough pupils, 
ehough Servants : bur wives relufing the covenant may not : I-fortherinfi(t that as- 
do nor refilt,to they do not confent:& ehat al che Children , Servants ,. & 


Wives,that do-not refilt;may bee admitred , thongivthey canrot make declaration 


ef theirFayth Serepenrance:if you fayznot fosbicaufe that inthem that-are of yeets 
Baith & repentance isrequired, but of infants no fuch thing is required answer,. 


firltshew chat by. Scriprure,& them! fay therisno reafon why Faich & repentance 


should bee required.of one to make him capable of thecovenant of yuftification,& 
Santtification-more then of anothert,except you wil fay that God isaccepter of per- 
fons $82 further the covenant is‘on!y.with Abraham & his feed, not with his adop- 
téd' Childrén; noe witht his pupils,not with his Servants; S&therfor in thé Faith and 

tance muft neceflarily be-hads 8e.fo they.cannot bee baptized til they shew. 
tteirbaith repentance which is'comrary to your dogtryne: befides you cannot 
shew inal the Scriptu-es that perfons may be faidto be pa:takers of the covenant 
atttally except a&tually they fulfil che condition of the covenant: & if you fay that 


infants being vnder the covenant, fan&tified;therfor they have Fayth & 
Godiathem , «i fay that is contrary ro the Scriptures which fay that: 
cometh by hearing: & thatthe word is the immortal feed of regeneration,. 


wherby new borne babes vnder thegofpel are regenerate: 8 if it be fatd that infants 


Gpd'worketlrinvifibly, &fecreatly wedifpute not nor regard but what he worketh 


wiltbly & to our know!edg,8by the necanes appointed (or the communton of the 
Church: For ther is buconeFaith, which is the common Faith of the members of the 
Church, whichis vifibly feen by fpeaking- coneffion according as it 


Beeved 8 the-for IfpeakesTit. 1g 8 1f it be obvefted chat them wee doe condemne 
al'infants dying b:forethey be converted: fay No:wee pronounce nothing of in- 


burleave the'fecreat-of themitothe Lordjwho hath referved fecreat things to 


himfelf + Hence then I cenclutle that feing you cannot declare what this holines 

which infants have, feinge t have Seing you ‘cannot 

dvelatethar they they cannot have actuall Fayth? 

Therfor they ateadtually vaderthe covénant, by actuall 

6c holies. if beenot.actually. vnderits;. bucvndes the offernt 
| 


jt: 


fidd: For relation’ of'aWine a borne fois as meet as the relation of 
Mt, Be Servant, or an adopted Child: And then I demaund, feing the relation of ama 
‘wifels necrer a greardeale chen any relation of adoption or fervitude , 


2 kind of Faith. weought in them invifibly,& after an hiddé fay what 


only, 


| 


»  wenant, having it really invelted vp pon them, You endevour to declare it out of the 


Se 

feonely, that'is ic which wee affirme , & which wil help’yon héthing to 

defire that you would prove vnto me by Scripture,that in’this place,’ 
3,Cor.7.14-Holines figniheth true fan@tification,or to be actually vnder the: ¢ove- 


gexttFor you fay Paul anfwereth am objettion,viz,that the faithful are defiled with: 
the Society of the vnfaithful,8& proveth that the Faithful husband may vie the ve" 
fel of his vafaith ‘ul wife witha good confcionce by an argument ‘drawne from the 
effedts, namely, bicawfe their Children are holy ,8¢ vnderthe covenant; Ged having” 
to the Faichful I wilbe thy God,&& the God ef thy feed. Wel, let vs-fee the force’ 


of your réafon:y our fourth argument was this. 
Minfants be holy then are they vnder the covenant. 
Infanes’are holy:Ergo infants arewnder thecovenant,. 
Your proof that infants are holy is this, 
infants be ynder the covenant, then infants are holy; 
Infants are vnder the covenant. ErgoinfantsareRoly. ~ 
~ Yask you Sir,in good footh;is this circular reafoning found: you fay infants are 
Holy, bicaufethey are vnder the covenant, & you fay they are vnder rhe covenant 
bicaufe they ar¢holy ; Let almenjudg whither you have proved infants Huly’ 
er not. 
Thirdly I answer that (Holy) doth not fo fignify as you expound , neither” 
is. the argumenstaken from. the effects , but from the greater to theleffe after 
manner. | 
If your cHildren(in your owne judgment) be holy, ‘8 you do not pur then 
away when you are converted to the faith, but vfe ché ftil as your Childrent 
. toatl thofe vfes wherto children are apointed, the relation natural of Father’ 
& fenne:emayning,though you beleve:then much more the relation of m2 
& wiferemayneth, & youmay vfeyour wives,they being. of a neerer. natu~ 
ral bond then your children; 
the firk is true by your ewneconfeffion,& the light ofnature; © 
Ergo the fecond 1s true by the light of natute much more; 
_ And whereas you fay that by this expoficion an'vnbeleving fervant is in as good! 
an‘eftatz,& as holy as children im refpe& of the covenant,! confeffe itto be fort: 
uthat plead for pedobaptifme fay fo likewife, feing that.you wi! have fervants vat 
the covenant by their Mts.Paith:but would krow whither the Apoftle {pea- 
keth only of infants or of al Children generally :if generally of al Childtén, then all 
the Children of the Faithful are holy ; yea everrthofe that are vnbeleevers & then: 
would I know how vnbeleeving children canbe holy, ifnot as the vnbeleving wife 
is holy st hat is to the vfe of their parents in the relative dutyes of children& parents. 
Ifthe Apoftle fpeaketh only of infants , then he fpeaketh nor fo generally as God 
eaketo Abraham I wilbe thy God, & the God of thy feed, ,. for in:that: 
eech you fay 4] the feed ts comprehesdéd whither of yeéres or vnder yeeres |. yea" 
fervants, pupi's,children by adoption, Su that expound it as you wil, it cannot» 
be yaderitood of holinés in refpe& of the covenang:as you pretend;bur you 
| D 3 
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they are.to bee efleemed Hely 8 under the covenane til they manife the contfa: 
ry: & they maniteft chat they are Holy before they can bee ciices 
med shat you cannot prove that aflertion {rom the Scripture the 
pleof the lewes Abrahams caruall Children were Holy when they declared the 
contrary by their finnes, Exo.19.6.compared with Exod 32.9.8 33.3.5, fo aethe 
childsen ofthe Faithiul holy though they be ynbeleevers.as.the wiieis theugh 
Finally you fay : God hath {aid to all the Paichful’, I wilbe thy & -the:God 
Ot thy feed Ideny ic-veteily God faidthat only to Abtaham, Gcnef.12.7, & 
Wauther, you expound it litecaily,or Spiritually., lavouch confidently againtt you 
Sz amen that the meaning of it is not, that God made his.cevenant with the fayth- 
fullman , orthe Eaythful woman 8 their infants.begotten of their Bodyes: but 
that liccrallythe meaning is., Lwillbe God yato thee Abraham .& thy {ced 
coring co. the Flesh to give them the Landcf Canzan : & fo itis expounded 
rGenel.1 7.8. OrSpiritualiy the meaning is,1 Abraham the Father of 
the Faith{ul,8¢ al chat are his: Spiritual feed,everlatting life, whichis thetrue Land 
ef Caaan : The latter which isthe cruch being fignified by the former which is 
ithe type .: .8¢ shew mec in all the Scripeares that God faidto every Faithiul man 
for,.you mult prove it ipoken.of women. aswelas men ) that he willbe 
'God ynto them & their feed; For | would fayne know why the covenant should 
pafle vato the infants of the Faith svilbe faid bicasfe of the Eathers Faith:this is 
falfede@rync;For the. Prophet.teacheth that every man shal live. by_his cwne faith 
that one mans faith cinot conveigh the covenat of juftificatié to another neither 
Can one mans.fin cut ofanother fromthe covenant as this doctrine importeth: but 
foule that Guneth it shaldye. | 
wil -it.avayle toplead that the. covenant made with Abraham was a2 
covenant: For berith gnolam in theeriginal doth not impurt acovenant 
ofzverlaiting contiguance,but a covenant shat doth his proper tyme: For 
-gnolam fignifieth any hidden tyme,or any fet tynxe of any length,as so. yeeres the 
etymeof taejubile: Butlet it begraunsed that the covenant madewith Abrabam, 
(Sen. 17.7. wasthe everlafting covenant made with Abraham in refpet of Chiift, 
(which yet Idenot fee proved)what thentshal it follow that bicaufe ic waswithA- 
braham-Gc the whither Jewes-or Gentils beleeving aCtually as Abraham 
‘the Father did: Therfor.it is made withthe Faithful men who ds the.child of Abra- 
-Sewith his childsen begotten of his body which havenot AbidhamsaCtuall 
Baith,& fo aranor the children of Abraham/1 deny it veterly : For the Apoftle faith 
the feed is but one-to whorec the agers were made, viz: Chrifto:the acindl be- 
leevers:For-Chrift dwellcth inthe harts of men by Faith onely. Gal: 3,16. Eph,3.17- 
ic beemadewith the Faith‘ul whobeleeve aCtualy. which is one Teed whither 
lew or-Geneil, 8 «he infants of the Faithful carnally begotten of theirbody, which 
jsanother feed , -(for-they asenot begotten of the immortal {ocd ofregeneration:) 
ahemthe-covenant.is made.with the feedes.whieh are many that is directly 
econtrary the Apuitles wordes, -Gall, 3.16, Thereforethe ome feed is “perions ac- 
8 by sightequlnes of Fay: 26 Abrahams the 


o> 
. 


Packer of alche Faithful was, , Roman, 4. 11. whence this Argument may 


Rich: Clifton 


Abrahanris the Father of'a! them that aGtually beléeve.. 

lafants do not actually belceve. 

Ergo, Abraliam is not rhe Father of infants;& fe infants are not vnder rhe cove: 
nant of Abraham. . . 


| 
Againe.Abrahanas covenant was only to Abrahams one feed,that is only to the be- 


leevers. 
Infants are not actuall beleeyers.. | 
o Abrahams covenant is not ro infants: & fo infants are not vnder the ever 
 Jafting covenant of Abraham. 


Apaine.They thar are the children of ‘Abraham, do the workes of Abraham: 


4 


reafon chus: They that-are not vader the 


S- Teele infants ofthe Ifraclites were baptized imthé clolad & in che fea aswelras 
thcir parents, what lecteth theinfants of beleeving parents vader the gofpel to bee’ 


Infants cannomdo the workes of Abraham. . | 
Ergo infants are not the children of Ab: aham>& fo not ynder the covenant of 


Abraham. | 


Abraham shal not be baptized: 
Infants are not-vander theeverlafting covenant af Abraham, 

Thefe& mamy other foch Arguments may be colected out of the-anfwer co this 
feusth Argumengof yours;bucthefe shal fulfican, 


Wir; Rich: Cliftéa: 


Likewsle partakess of buptifmmc aswel as they? 


| Gal. 3,8,'A 


Fhe former:the Apeftle affirmes, 1.Cor. 10.3.2: & therefore geod ‘warrmt 


bee shewed., that our infants ace cut.of from this priviledg hat the “lewes 


Children had. And if the former. Baptifmeof-the lewes. was a Type..of our 
Baptilme , thea: mutt there bee:an- agreement betweene the: Type , & the 


ehing Typed which is:mot ,.jf our Children bee not baptized , as weltas 

tneirs. a 
The.depriving: 

towards his pgople.of the New Teltament . that being denyedto their children, 


_which.God gave to his people, & to#heir infantevnder the Law,. is to deny them 


{in regurd of theit feed) the like affurance.& comfort, which the lfraelites had of 
theirs, Andfoto make oureftate worle.& morevncomfertable then theirs wis: 


Prophets poephecyed of rhe grace that should come.to vs,& did.inquire 


& {each after the &ame.i,Pet. 1.10. 


Glad tydings were preached toAbraham&¢ his feed tp infants of eight 
nd this before: Chrift came in the: Flesh mich ina be 


We to 
that the ¢ 


come;isjoyful sydingmbrought-ynre. vs & our infants. are 


everlafting covenant made with’ 


ur Chitdren of the Sacrament is toshorten the Lords bounty: 4 | 


? 


73 


betwixt Mr. 


2 of God isnot leflened cither towards vs or our children, but inlarged by hii 


semming. 
Smyth 


$,argument 4s taken from .Cor, 16.1.2. framed thus, “4 
_ Sf the infats of the Ifraclites were baptized in the cloud& in the fea,afwel as their 
parcots, whatletreth rhe infants of beleving parents vider the gofpel to be'likewife 
pattakers of baptifme afwel as theyé 
The former. the Apottle affurmeth, 1.Cor, 1.0. 1.2.8 thet for good warant mult be 
shewed that our infants aié cut of from this priviledg that the lewes children had; 
hat baptifme being a type of our baptifme, ada bay 
To his argument make anfwer:by framingthélikeargument. 
jo EE their intants did eate the fame Spiritual meate & drink which the parents did 
éatezthen why may nce our infants Deing able to cate 8 drinck , eate 8 drinck the 
. The former the Apoftle affirmeth, 1.Cor.10.1.2.8 therfor good warrant muftbe 
shewedthat cur infai.ts are cut of from that priwledg:8 thofe facranéts were t ypes 
Againe,lanfwer more properly thus: That ther shalbe aproportion Tetwixt the 
Typecx baptifme of che cloud& fea,& cur as yong 
& old cainal iftaclites were baptized in the clcud& a,fo yong& old Spiiitual true 
Ifraelites shalbe baptized by the 3 pina of repé tance; & as the carnal parencs with | 
their carnal children were baptized in type:So Spiritual parents with cheir Spit 
children,that is fuch as are fegenerate by the word 8 Spirit,shall bee ba ptized with 
- the of fepentance for the remiflion of fianes which is baptiine in 


_ Further fay:That our in%anes shal have a priviledg farr greater then the infants 
, ef thedfraclies had in chat typical baptifme :For they by it were only baptized into 
Motes $< the Law: That by it they might learne Mofes, & in Mofes the truth inC h:. 
ASM were yader a yele:but our infants vader the gofpel shal have the dayly inftitu- 
_ tion. & education of Faith ful parents, which is infinitely fuperio: to that darke peda 
£ogical bapufine, al rhe baptifmes & ordinances of the old Teftament: Seing that 
with oper. facethey may in the preaching of the gofpel {ee Chriit lefus,& not ynder 
she veleof Mofes, . 
Moreover! deny chat the baptifine of the cl:ud 8 fea wasa type of the excernal 
Dapeilme of the ncw Teftament,in the abftract;bur it was a type of out bapri{me in 
the concrete:thar is the baptifme of the cloid did Type out our baptifine inthe 3. 
parts therof,viz:1.The baptifine of thé Spirit, The dec!aration of Faith repentan- 
ce the antecedent of baptifine with water, 3. The oreward washing with water a 
pasnifettirion of the forefaid particulars : 8 all thele to bee confeired vpponin- 
to thofe infants , thar is 2 borne babes itt 


” 
| 
» 


\Bouncy is Shortned to'vs & our infanes: our confort is diminished in refpect dt-our 
mfants Which they had in refpee of cheirs:Se the golpel is not preached to our in- 
fants as it was to sheirs;] answer that Gods bounty, our confort in refpect of our 
infants, 88 of the glad tydings of the gofpel is as large & ampleevery 
‘way to our iniants astotheirs : For Gods bounty of the actual exhibiting and 
fealing the everlafting covenant to Abraham & ab his’ carnall infants was never €x- 
tant inthe Old Teltament ; Neither were the parents in circumeifing t heir infants 
‘comfortedin the aflured conferring of it vppon-their infants : circumcition did 
snot fo plainly preach Chrift then ashe is preached now ro‘infaats; but what could 
‘the preaching of Chrift infants either then in types or now. intruth 
ther doe 1 think that the Lord ever intended te teach the infavr any thing at thatin 
‘ftant,buc afterward hee was to learné that which the Schoolemr. circuntcifionvp- 
pon his Flesh raught him; viz: the circumcifion of che hart; if you fay thar 
infants baptized are to be inflracted, I anfwer,that inthe New Teitament by bap= 
‘tifme wee manifeft what wee have,namely;the inward baptifme , whereas in the 
‘Old Teftament by circumcifion they. learned what they had nor but ought 
have, The inward ciscumation of the. hart, & rtification of the fiase- 


to 


ed 


Mr, Rich. Clifton, 
Tf Chrift;zave'a commaundement for the publishing‘of his covenant & admini- 
iftring of bapulme the feale therof'to al nations:then ase the beleving thei 
infants to receave the fame, POET UBC YORT 
But the firltis crue, Mat.28.19sErgo the lartee alloiscrut, AQ 13 248. 

Ic wil be objected the Major; that it followesnot, ‘that the infants atéany 
more bound to receave baptifimejthen they are bound whyleft chey are infants:to 
receave the word, bur the word they-cannoe receave,ergod anfwere, tharthecoti- 
‘maundemenris penetalto a} nations-, therforas Abrahamifthe should nd have 
‘obeyed tothe Lord commaunding cireumelfe hit felfe;& al ‘his family, 
‘the infants;he should greveufly have sebelled againit Ged ‘So whofoever Gftise 
‘Geutils shal not beleve 8 baptized’ both himfelfe & his feed:, shall have part 
‘noi portiowm the mheritante of Chrift ;‘Seing himlelfe of his feed trom 

_ And«though isfants ‘bee not capable of ‘the preaching of the covehare, 
{which porwithftanding they are bound -ynto -; as they shall come to “yeres 
‘of difcretion) ‘yet are they‘capable -of the Geile before is shewed | & 
therefore by vertue of this+generall <comtnatindement. Mat. 28. 19, arc 


Atgumene from Mat. 29. x9.is framied 


» 


| 
| 
> 


§ ioe the publish ing of his covesant 8¢:admi-. 
3 of-baptifme the leale thereof co al naiions thea are. the. beleeving 
genesls  chemintants co receave.the fame. 
‘Bac che firit 1s crue,Mat, 28, 19s. Ergo the latter alfo.is true, A&.13. 48.&.16.. 
14-5 §-22-32¢, 
Fhe errors ot this argument I wil difcover in order FirftI deny that baptifme i is; 
the-feale vf the covenant of the new Feltament:Secondly deny that.circumcifion. . 
Was the feale of that everiafting covenayt chat was made with. Abraham inref pect 
of Chuift: ‘Thirdly, baptufme therfor doth not fucceed in the place.of ci.cumcition, 
ther being only.a chandg of che ceremony (as you pretend) the covenant being the 
fanie,theic thre particulars are already proved. Fourthly deny, that chough 
ham who had a ipecial. conmmaundement,did circumcie his male mjants, theretore 
Chailtians yppon this general commaundement, Mat.28.19,shal baprile theit infants. 
fay rather che contrary is hence proved‘, bicaufe Chrift commaundethto 
bapcife only thofe chatare by teaching made Difciples (for fo the word matheteu- 
fate fignifieth)thetfor infants are by exprefle prohibition excluded, & 1t is as if Chr. 
should {ay,1 wil have you make them Difciples & baptifes hem. that are made. Dif-- 
ciples by teaching & no other:& fo Chrift exprefly excludeth:in fancs. Laltly,I deny 
ehat infants are capable of baptifme , forthey cannot confeffe their faith Be.their 
fines, neither declare that they are baptized inwardly with the Spint , & fo cannot. 
outwardly by the bapcifme with water declare the but arein every 
able-therto,& vncapable thereof. - 

Bence therfor,I reafon.againit baptifing infants. . 
oo a only areto be baptized that are made Difciples by. aching. 

Infants cannot be made Diftiples by-ceaching. 

Ergo, Infants are not to. be baptized. Secondly reafonchus. . 
precept affirmative cunteynerh 2 negative vnder ic. 
Make Difeiples by reaching baptifethem, isan affirmative conteyning vnder 

 ‘itybapeizenot thofe-shat are noe made Difciples. by reaching. 
that-are-not by teaching madeDifoples ae Chui forbidden to. 
ptized:S¢ (0 infants are not tebe 
Thirdly reafon thus... 
“Bhey that.are-vneapable of. baptifie are nor to be, baptized... 
Infants.arevacapa baptifme: Seing: baprilme contilting oft he inward bap 
tifme.of the by confeflionin word,8washing with waterin 
yncapab!e.ofthe,ewo former,parts.of baptifme,. 
Ergo-infants are-not baptized with. water whichiisthé lattes... 
Teltament.be-as cleer & perlpicnous as. thé old,& Chiift the. Media- 
eqrof the, new .Teftament.as. faithful. as Moses the Mediator of the.old ‘Teftament? 
then the, perfons to be baptiled, & the cqnditio of baptitme,. & the tyme of baprifme 
areas cleerly Sx faithfully defcribed in the infticucié of baptifme, as thé 
dition & tyme,ot cireunrcifion.;,. . 
But,for pedabapesfmether is no expreffe defeription of the perfon,conditicn, or 


a dow n¢.. 


ition, Se-ryme of. adminiftring ix, 
their impénitent were putby, Mat: 7.742 
ed with Lux.7. vf,29-3 0, Perfons beleeving. 6+38) tperfons thie 

receaved the holy Gioft, & exprefled the fame by prophecying, Act, 10.4648 
4perfoits penitent, chat are by teaching thade‘Difciples, Mat.28,'19. 
 Therfor fuch’ perfons dre'co bee baptized ‘whoare thug particulatly defcribed)’ 
wherein the néw Teftament is-as‘cleer as theOld ; -Chriltthe Mediator 
Faythfull.as Mofes’ no other bur thele bee, then is ‘noe 
the New Teftament fo cleer as:the Old nor Chyift as Faithfill as Mofes; which to fay 
‘is to. blafpheme. | | 


Laftly , ‘the Apoftles is our inftruction,but they baptized not onely the. 
~mafter of che family which beleeved,bur al his 3. Therefore 
now alfo the like isto be done;82fo confequently the infants are'to-be baptized, for 
‘they area pa t ofthe family.8¢ that infants are of the family ,fee'Gen,45 418, ‘where 
Tofeph ba his brechren,take their Father, & their howlehoolds , -& come'to‘him, 

mow in chap: 46. 5.7. ‘itis faidthey caried their Children wives in charetsy'no- _ 
‘thing ‘hereby;that children were ofthe how{ehold , ‘els had they'no cémniaunde- 
‘ment to have caried them into Egypt,fee alfo -8¢ Exo: 1-21. iris faid, bicaule 
‘the Midwy ves feared God;theretore he made them how/és, in 1, Tim, 5. Apo- 
file faith, he thar ‘provideth not forhis owne,;& namely fér them ‘of his -houshold, 
he denyeth the faith, &c.Now I would aske if childré be exempted fromthe 
hold in any ofthefe paces ., orin any other where is mention made ofa particular 
howshold. Therefore this argument wil prove that children were baptized , ‘vnlé 
‘itcan bee shewed thacthey were {pecially exempted. ifthe’holy ‘have 
mot exempted them, who ‘dare doit .againit.2 general. commaundement ‘of bapri- 


Tohn ‘Smyth 


amed thus. 


‘Your 7. from Act, 16.1 5.33.ff 

"The Apoftles practifeis ourinftruction. 

‘Bur they baprized not only'the Mr.of the Family whidl veleved bur al hishow® 


old: AG.16,15.33. 
y infants are to be bap 


Therfor now alfo the like is to be done?& foconfequ 
tized, for they are a part of the family. | 
‘Tmake answer to this argument confefling it wholy, bigyet denying the conte. 
quent of your conclufion Forit doth not follow bicanféal the howshold of Ly 
dia & the Gaylor were baptized, that therfor infants were baptized ‘you'shal 


= 


| 


thar whetloevex thes smeotion made ofa Family , thhey 
Ly sta famuly:of thaGaylorhad infants is this allegarid is.ne-. 
bytes mighs prove ehat Lydias Husband: & the Gaylors. 
wife, dc their children of 49.yeeres old, & their Servants of Go.yseres old, bop. 
ofa, Family,yet-l fupole you,wil not fay, they were alof 
you canprove,that Lydia had a Husband,or the. Gaylor had 
wile,or.childseo nt 40.8 fexvancs of old:your argumér therfor is, weak 
thachigg thatisinqueftion, | 
"Thirdly, it it'were yeelded that ther were infants in Ly dias theGay- 
lors,doth it therforfollow that they, were that will acc. 
te Fou fay that to the baptifing of the Gaylors wilt, S&e-childsen of. 'yeeres of 
diferetion ther was neceflarily required Faith& repentance, arels they were nor bap» 
‘sized. Se fay I that bicaufe infants cannot Oclecve repent, though they were in. 
theFamily yershal shey not be baptized; Fer ther js owe conditié required for al per. 


‘ fons;to be baptized yy | | | 
hit be:faid that.al:t perteyned.to theGaylor were bap, 


4 


is alfo faid vi,32.That.the word was preached to all chat were in his 
34 That al his bowfeheld beleeved, & how, came their fgith butby the 
preached vl. 32.Seing cherfor that al chat were baptized in the Gaylors hows 
baleeved- by the preaching of the word:infants that could net beleeve by che prea- . 
‘Ming.of the word, were not baptized if he had any,:befides it.was.a mervailous di- 
at midnight ta wake children, to bring them before the Apoltles 
That for Lydias.Family it is:not {aid chat all her howfehold was bap- 
or had been fo fajd,yet it.followeth not that every particular perfon off 
der Family, was baptized. «- Eot Mat,.3,5.6.it is faid thac al Iudea went.out.teloho 
‘Se were baptized of him, confefling theit finnes : yet hence it cannor, bee conclu- 
that alk@ every one chat.went out werebaptized .or that all 8 every-one 
went.outto beebaptized : no more.can itber proved chat bicaule ir: is faid 
Eydias Family was baptized, that therefore all 8¢ every particular perfon was bap- 
tized, but as.Mat.3.6,. only thap.confeffed ther finnes, :. as 16.34 - 
34, onley.they chat beleeved by the word, preached were baptized , fo was it~. 
ofLydias Eamily, chat were baptized:For the Apoities! doubt not Rept - 
one order, required the fame cunditions in a) chat they Daptized:Sosghat by 
hath been faid che vanity. of thisargument is.manifefted;& it is proved plaitt- 
ly, that nome were baptiled in the Gaylors Fapuly,but only they thar beleved {after 
 thanword preached: fo.infanrsApecially are exempted, if he had any in his family » 


Lrcaton.thus 

im baprilieg how icholds: fittkpreached the word to al 


7 

hd 

¥ 
+> 
ti 


were baptized, Againe! reafon thus, : 


from the authority of man neither of cou 


‘gus in O:at, in S, Lavacrum. 3. faith : That baptifme agreeth to every-age~, 
. ftonr his infancy, “yea frees the finger ends. it: is confecrated: »: After Hee 
graceis tor payne he . Anfweres , yea-veril 


i 
| 

Brgy only shar by the penching ofthe wong were converted 


whuch-chee Apoltles prastfed in one Family, they all Familyes. 

gut in he Gaylors according co: Chrifts 

Whey, firft. made them Difciples- by 166. 

they pradtifed in abFamilyes. & sherfor in the Eamily-of Lydia, | 

ofthe Ruler; John,4.43- no infants. were 


tr, Rich. Mrs. a 


vel fome teftimonyes of the to prove ‘thao chil. 


‘ate oughe to be baprized, which is to be done, && is by the Scriptnres already 


pro» 

“wed butte shee the practife hereof in-auncient Churches... : 
alledged leromeé Epift. chap. §. Saich. .C m2- 
any Ww firmely obferving the Fayth..of the Church., jadged4 
Ber his fellow Bishops , thatas foneas one was--bome he might. 
bee baptized. SeeCyprian Epift, to Fidus... And writing againit: che Donatilts, . 
Lib, Chap; 23:. faith , thatthe of infants was nos.. deryved:' 
buc fromthe 

tryne of the Apoiiles; Ciril: vppon ‘Lev: Chap. 8... the baptifme.of 
infants , 8¢condemneth thei iteration-of bap f baptifme, vppon.the Romar 
fiyth-, that the Church received baptifme ot infants fromthe A poitles. 


every condition-ef-life ‘, to allen, “if thou >that is 


faith: Some manwil fay , what fayeft..chou_ofimfants which neither know.-what 


Libr 2. de Abrah.: Chap, of baptifme , faith, Old: 
man nor profolite , nor infant is to be excepted, bicanle every age js. guilcy of Gane, . 
therefore ttands nedeof che Sacrament? Thefe S¢many ochers iof the Eathers 


you ce the Father. 
whotal of then heldplency of. Aotichriftian, 
thing the teftimony of 
show. camyou with any colorofequiry 


that 
contrary. tethe {cup > 


r* 
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“4 
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the Pathers.even.every.one.of chem brought his {tone ro the building 
ofthe Temple of Antich rit: buc Iknow drite imshe producing of Fathers,viz: 
{ec a gloze vppon your Antichriftian herely of baptifing intants. Secondly ce 
«draw the. world into diflike of the but if ama should produce teftimonyes 
obEathers againit your Seperation,againit you in the.cafe of Prelacy,Preifthood , & 
iDeaconry ead prayer, & other parts of your.caule,what-would you anfwertw ould 
ithe fo fay you; but.youfay thatyou do not bring teflimo- 
jny ofthe Fachcrs;to prove any thing:wel then:you.confefle they provenething-1e- 
saember that;6c let al mentake notice that you produce:teltimonyes that you fay 
\peovenothing:but why doy omproduce teftimonyes ofthe Fathers Ferfooth,to 
:Shew-the practile of auncient Churchessbur al:thofe-Churches-were :Antichriftian 
‘by your owne confeflion:& whae doth antiquity Antichrittian,or-vnives fality an- 
sachriltian hélp you fay: The tiuth needeth not the tctli 
smony.of Anuchrilt .& old vaiverfal antichriftian rors shal not prevayleagainft 
(thetruth; have shewed you:that fromthe’ beginning it :was not thus:go;:bapufme 
velty:but let vs shew you fome footitepsof.the bringing in of bap . 
fants, &:chat out-of the Fathers. | 
Victor Apher in the yeer 193. or- 
edeynedd chav at Ealter baptifme should be indifferently admuniltred ‘to alshence then 
“ait followeth chat before histyme only {uch as Catechiicd in the Faith were 
baptized:For.he would not decree that heathen should: be baptized. 


the Fayth:& confeflion which:was accuflomed before baptif 
wwhereby it sappeareth:that Fayth & conieflion were required before bap- 
itifme ., and :therefore the rudiments ‘the:eoff fill remayne., that Bapti-- 
ting -of infants, -a-confellion ot ifinne ,, and Faych is required of che furetyes 
Thefame Euleb., ‘Lib. 10. Chapa 5. reporteth the Rory of Athanafius baprifing 
childsen in {port :which baptifine Was approved (tauugh done in fport) by Alexan= 
Aer'Bb,of A ria, examination. had found that the children had 
‘queitioned aniwered according to the manner of the Catechumeni :in baptifme: 
wherbyit appeareth thatthen only:petions by. conieflion oftheir Fath & fins:were 
sadmitted:to baptifme in Alexandria. 
faith thar thefe two are Apoftical 
iradiciés which the'Scriptureteacheth not:viz:that ther are 3 sperfons.& 
SethatiDionifius & Origen teltifie baptifme of infantsto'be an Apoftical tradi- 
‘tion ‘Now you know that:their Apotticall araditicns ‘were antichriftian inven- 
Polydor:Virg. Lib.4:Chap,4.de inventoribus rerii. faith thus: It:was in viewith 
tthe perfons of yeeres({ere)in amannersh ould be-baptized clad with 


celtimonyes cf men living incorupt tymes., conuaty to 


aBufebins Lib: 7, Chap.8.faith that'Novatus rejected the Holy bap- 


= 


Argue yetus purgatin amncwowve. 
And chis 


— 


this was p 


performed atEafter8 whitfontide excepe in neceffitytin the meane 
eyme til che Feafts of Eaiter whitfontyde. came they were catechifed : ‘this tefti’s 
Ludovicus Vives, writing vppon the firft book of A uguft: de Civitate dei, . chap. 


£7.faith:chatin auncient tymes no man was baptized but perfons of yeeres’; who: 


cou'd vnderitasd wha the myttical water fignitied,& required baptiimeofter then 


once: & therfor now the infant to be baptized is demaunded three tymes,rf hee wil 
be baptized, for whome the fulertyés anfwer,yea 

Erafnius Rotrodamus in‘his asnotations-vppon thefifth of the; Roman. faith, 
that in. Paulls tyme. it-was not. receaved ,. that: infants: should “bee. Bap-- 

Thus have I thought good to shew you teftimonyes of men: & fo by fetting ma | 
againit man,to lead you &¢ vs al from min to the holy Scriptures, whichis the-fock 
wherevppon we may fafely build whichas you have heard flatly forbiddeth'the : 


* baptifing of infants , whocannot bee made-Duiciples by teaching. . Mat; 


lo Te. 


Nowlet vs come:to confide of the reafons alledged to che contrary’, the of 
‘them is this. 

_ se Bicaufe there is neither precept nor example inthe New:Teftament of any ine 
fants tharwere Baprized bylohn or Chrifts Difciples: onely' they that did | 


-confefle heise. finnes , S¢.confeile.cheire Faith», were baptized, Marc, - 


AG, 8. 37.. 
Firft,this reafon being brought into torme,wil be wray the weakenes of it °? For - 

flppofe that should be grauntedthat there were nether afpecial commaundement - 
or example in the pradtife of lohn or Chr. Difciples,for the baprifing of infants’, yet - 
may be lawful'to baptize chem , namelysif by (ome conlequéte 
iemay be gathered out of the Scriprure.’ And this may be doné by good- warrant 
from the example of our Saviour. Chrift, Mat, 2-31.32. wher reafoning. againtt the - 
Saduces concerning the refurretion; proves’ it’ by anarjiument: neceflarily drawen 
from Exo. 3.6, where no fuch thing was expreflely ment-oned. And this taught - 
viually Se'refluted his adverfaries; as che Hiltory of the pel witneffethy After the : 
‘fame mimner dott Paul in his Epift. cd'theRamanes prove 
Frith onely without works of the law:thishedidfiotp ve 
‘inal the old Teftament in plaine termes affirmi ng but by conclufiéns of 
“necefflary confequence from the Scripeures: 8&'to this pugiofé might divers otherin 
ftances be aledged. So likewife if we prove the bapcifing # infants by vnanfwerable - 
arguments out of the Old & New Teftament: (though wig cannot shew any playne 
precept or example, )yeemay we vppon warrant thereoGnot feare to baptife them,'- 
For the author of this reafon him feltecanmot deny, that:isoth he & we mutt’ beleve 
‘diverfethings which’ wee gathcr-out ofthe Scriprureby neceflary 
wes: 


y alledging aity place 


> 


é | | 
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shall find in exprefle words. “As.that there bee three “perfons ort 
, shat the fonne.is Homoufios,that is of the lame fubiLance with the Fa< 
ne fuch exprefic words cannot bee shewed in the Scripture , -8¢ many fuch 


Secondly, alfo if this be fufficient to barre children from the Sacra« 
ancat.efbaptilme,then is it as fufficient to kepe back women fromthe. Lords Sup. 
foxthereis.ne {peciall px -» Mor yer example shat VVomen should 
ypertake of the Lords Supper , butche Lawfullnes thereof is onely. proved by con- 
sequence, bicaufe they are within the. covenant, are pertakers of the Sacrament of 
ubgptifine,thus the weakenes of clus reafon being manifelted,I will thirdly aniwere 
it. 

> pBhirdlyzthat ther.is beth precept by Chrift & example ‘by his Difciples for 
ithe baptifiag of infants .as hath bene proved by my two lait bet alledged to 
grove the: Lawfulines -of baptiling of infants Commaundement , | fay, 
‘Mat.28.19.Goe teach.al natids, bapting them,where is no exception of the child:en- 
fathful parents; 8& cherfor cher being a Law cace given, chat che covenant shou!d 
be fealed to.the infants aswel as to the beleeving parents , the fame Law of fealiug 
uthe covenant muft ftand ftil in ferce to the pesncsine ugh the outward figne be cha 
egedjexcept the Lawmaker do repealc it,or have fet downe fome ground tor the re- 
therof which muft be shewed .or els thiscommaundemeut .dorh bind.vs & 
eourinfants tv receave this feale of che covenant, And as for examples we read that 
th tle baptized Lydia & her howshold.A&.16.15, & the Keper, & al chat be- 
Honged vato him,vi-3 3.both which feming to be great Families , it is not likely that 
were without children,though th: Evang:mentionthemnot. 
‘Bucthe exceptionis that only fuch as did contefle , &¢-confefle their 
Faith, were baptized,1 defire that to be proved that only & no others were to 
he was fentto cale to sepétance, & fo 
sto,prepare the way of Mat.3.3.8¢ fo many asdid repent& confefle cheir fines 
baptized, but.didloha their children if they brought chem to fim ¢ but it 
swil be faid,therisno mentid made that he.did baptife rhé, no more fay 1,is ther thag 
they were offered vato him. Theris.no mention thatthe Diltiples of Chriwere bap- 
tized, Scyerit were to-bold a parr, no deubr very falfero-aftirme that they were 
haptized:.Not althings thatlohn did,nor yet that Chr.did,inthe particulars,are 
swritten loh,z0.30.butthefime therof.& therfor to.gather an argument frd‘hence, 
dipaufether.isno mention that-children were baptized by Iohn,therfor they ought 
mot:to be baprizedis a larger conclufion,chen the premifle wil beare. 8 foxhe reafon 
taken from the baptifing of the Evauch, (Philip baptized no childié,when he 
isofno rove.that therforchildié ought-norto be-bap- 
sized, Was.nutthe Evouch a ftrager far from his country now in jorney homeward 
dk therfor not likely that he should have children with him fpecially in a -tedi- 


| 
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| 

| 
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Rich Se Shy ch.. 
ought into” forine ie will bewray the weakenés Gfic Wellw U brite ic itité 
feime,& then lec vs ftreng then it whereitis weaketasthus © 
That which hath neither precepe nor example is not tobedone. 


nfant norexample. 
Againe another part my’ Argiimietit may Bee brought into forme thus. 
which hath precept Se example muft be prattized; 


Baptifing of perfons confefling cher finnes & their Paith is commaunded', & 
Ergo,thofe perfons are the perfous tobe baptized. 
“My Argument therefore’ confiftirg’ of affirmiacive ‘which indudeth 
‘negative is as, take it a forcible Argument’: vs fee your 
Firft, you fay that a confequence neceffarily drawne from the Scripture 
erit co prove the baptifing of infants,chou i ther were no fpecial commaundementt 
-erexample;as Chit the refurrection, Mat. 22.31.32, dut of Exod, 3.6. by 
peceflary confequent: & as Paul in the Epiltles to the Rom. & Gal. proveth juftifica- 
_ gion by Faith only without workes,by neceffary confequents wee beleeve man 
“things that are not exprefled in words; as 3-pertons in one-Gedhiead, that Chri 
is coeflential or confubftantial to the Father; this is yopr anfiwer or excéptioa:whes 
Although neceflary confequence in al cafes shal prowayle, yet] fay the Lord.¢am 
not leave vs in this parcicuilat to neceflary confequence he dealing planly & Fayth- 
fully with vs:For feing the new Teftatnent is more manifeft then the old, the Gof- 
pel being with open face,the Law pele hid vnder thevele ; & feing Chrift is.as 
Faithful, yea much more faithful then al men, S¢ therfor is called Amen, the Fayth- 
_ ful & erue witneffe: & fo hath as faithfully prefcribed al the ordinances of the new ~ 
TeRament as Mofes did the ordinances of the old Teftament: && feing Mofes hiath 
fet downe & molt plainly,the perfoms with their qualifications to bee cir- 
cumciled, &che circumitance of the tyme when circumcifion was to be adminiftred: 
either Chrift hath as plainly & fully fee downe thefe particulars in the new Tefta- 
ment, or els the new Teftament is not fo plaine as the old, & Chrift is not as Fayt 
ful.as Mofes;For it had been eafily faid,goe teach,make Difciples , 8¢ baptafe them, 
& iPthey have any infancs baptife them without teaching them:or thas:baptife ms 
of yeeres when they .confefle their finnes & their faith, bue baptileal cha infants of 
she faithful,chough they cannot confefle at al their fins & faith, or it had bee ealily 
id: Ioha baptized them that confefle their fiones & ther yong children. alfo: but 
to fay that Chiilt,lohn,&-the Apoftles leaveth direction for this maine mater, quly 
- by darke obfcure,far feccht, probable conjectures & conlequents from the old Te- 
tamene which was only typical & abolished,in refpect of:the Types, & that hee 


not left evident & vndeniable ground fax it diftinélly exprefly in althe fore=. 


particulars,is to fay that Chrift is nat{ plaine & Fajthful ir. bis office propheti- 
al,as Moles was , Who hath taughr a chele particulars 


diftingily as nothiag is 


| 
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- ‘Moreover Teing that the was 3 Wrapt ‘ely in: 


the the types t heceAlary 
old. pthe Paul out-of. the. old j 
tion by faith without forthe lewes.,wolld ndt.beleeve any. thing 
to thetaw, or without varrant ofehe Gentils, namely the Galatians ef- 
pecially, being feduced by Ad. 25.1, niultneedés hive 
the ir PY the law:& were no. but the old Téftament, 
the ordinan f the new. Telta mene could: not be fo plainly drawne ont of the: 
éliamept Sut, confequents;byt new the new. Leltament being written, 
bedinantes thérof plainly taught by. Chrift & his Apoltles: why shal wee bee 
Sens to obicurityes, & conjectural confequents,{eing that wee may with open face 
Took into the vlory of Chrift,as ic wereimto-a glafle,& therein {ee althe beanty of 
she new Jérufa alem as Cleet.as Chriftal, t.Cor, 3.18- whereas you, 
weuld fegch argumenzs ffom the ol aMevt.to prove t the baptifne’ oF jafatirs, 
We having the ight. of the theriniet vs to Schoolé to the 
‘rudinients of the wrld,8¢ put alide Of the funne at noone, a’canile 
‘as the Papifts doin their for al ugh it be micetrhat we attetid vito tite. 
as Vito alight shining ina ark pl place,yet feingthe day ftar is come, & 
the funne of righteoufnes is rifen yppon v5 walk in thiscleer light, ‘tite 
Wane light,as lewes who'deny theaew Teftamee’ in o-. 
ler IKE OCC ions. 
"“Belides ths trihity of perfons & yuity of fence ‘in the js proved 
‘plaync words, ohn. 5. 7.8 hereby the Homoioufia ‘of Arrius is 
"Bs Word peat is, Heb. 1. 3. the werd God- 
head is 1. So that’ he; yeu ‘gett nothing’ fay 
yet playnly shewéd in the New. Teftament not. needful for. 
~¥s in thre'New: elfainent if jt bee.an ordinance of the New Teftanrent as 
‘baptifime is but the crinity ynity is no patt of the New Teflamerit more then. 
the Old Teftament being common to. beth may be out of both, & fo. 
ther commoh truth, 
Fay shew mee any.neceftary confequence for baptizing ,eyther 
ofthe Old-Tehiment or New. Teltamene,&y lyceld. Udefire it may'wel 
Hee hat ‘are dtiven to codlequents for He miter, 
witted people may eafity bee miflead bya Logitian’ Secondly that ‘the 
Gbipel of’ Choittis for babes“: Mat. 25. the mot gle perfon. 
"Js capablé of skal need no.obfcure conféquents ast of it-for they are not 
ableté comprehend themy8elaftly the confquents that are 
fophi have Iready devlared-& shal dee 


front baptifare,z shal noth the dordnSupper 
deny:it for iin-playne t¢ is 1, Corinth, Les Anthropos,viz3 
cher map woman, cate|atten examination &-Gale3.a3.. Ther isineither male 
feniale in Chrift letus , but al are one, & 17. wee that. ace 
"many ate one bread, on ebody,peing: al pertakers.of one-bread,8¢ 1, Corineh, 2, 
whee have been ol-madeiso one Spirit, & Dercas.is Adt, 
che Dilciples meen sagesher.to bseak bread: 209.74, the Dilci, 
ples continned in breaking fink zo90- then s000., 34 


BE BLO thisiexception is nothing to the 
Yourshird answer-8¢ exception followethwherein you doe that there 


bothupreceps 


8% gxample for. Commaundemencis, Mat, 28, 
The example i, of the of Ly dia, & she Keper ofthe, Act. 16, 
Fo-thete Ihave already given answers in the 7. realons going before, 
thereforeihold needles to it heer againe;. oncly one thing 1s heer to beg 


_ans wered that you objeCt,viz: That. the Law.ouce given of fealing the infants as- 


as parents mutt bee can. bee shewed: answer, (der 
‘fides that baptifme.is not che feale of tae New Teftament, but che Spiric, shat 
was not afeale ofche everlalting covenant made with Absaham in re- 
Spect of Chrift but of che Old Teftament) chat when, Princes S¢ common wealths 
«make Lawes to endure but fora tyme, ..when the reyme isexpired then they arexe- 
pealed if they be mot recitablishe ‘So,shough it were sraunted that infants the 
Old Teftament were Dy fealedto-the covenant ofChr. 
avhich E peremptorily deny,yet feing,the tyme of circumcifionis ex{pired therfor ia 
fants are not pow to be fealed(as you fay ey baptifine;for the exfpiring ofthe 
is the repealing of the Law 3, therfor yatil youcan shew that bapuime of infanes 


male & female ts in che new Teftament cftablished;1 wil defend that they are not.to - 
‘be baptized efpecialy the femsle infanes which were n¢ver appointed to be circum 


«cifedsbur I connt thefe but flender 
the Jatt. place 
their faich wereite 


ONBe 


Pethenegarive,y ou baprife, themetil you havea sdethem by.cea 

ching:& fo pei fons taught were baptized 8 they only.” ed 
thatamevery, affirmarive ther isiaguded.a negative;therfor 
wherfoever ap example is thar cofefling id &.cheir faith were bap- 
tized ther isfignified that thefe that did. net confefle thign fips. theirFaich , were 
For wee muftknow thas the bodyiis one: the is one, & 
‘ithe Spititone. , the baptifine “ene + shere is not 


gmongit whom ther was Sapphysaj& the VVidowes.of. the Grecians, AG. .2, 414 


| 
q 
of thagonly perfonsthat contetled their Griaes 8¢ 
ove it YAtO YOU j 
theyanty Were tobe baptized that Chriftoantr aunded to.be baptized. 
Per{ons made-Dilciples by teaching, were onlyxom iaunded to bee baptized | 
-Eago:perfons made be baptize 
The minos.oft his argumeontése wdent, afirmative 
-youshalmakethemDifciples by.teaching théeme& theak dle rhe: this mutt neede 
| 


iy Chirift But onelF or in theonew Feltement they know'God from the lealt vn 
‘to the Se'they areal tatigitof God, loh. 6.45, theleaft in the. 
Kingdom ot ‘heaven 1s greaterthen 1.2 this do Ltaketo’be a plaine 
proof of the point which y6u delire. SIE 
You fay furchér chat:the reafoni- why Tolin- baptized no children , isforthat they 
offered chem that was{uck as petemprorily excluded in. 
fants;For it was thebaprilme of'repentahce torthe remiffius of finnes! Marc, 1-4.8 
he of fines, thent thar he baptized,Mat. 3.6—11 
compared witit Luk: 9. jo.orherwife he would not baptife them: 8 thetfor Chr 
doctryne is the fame wath Mar. 1.1 siboth therby fignified vnto their hearers. 
thar whofoever would be baptized cnterinto the Kingdomie of God mult repent. 
& beleeve the gofpel: For being noe reg evekate(though they were lewes, & 
ten.of Fairhfil parents: they could not enter into theKingdome of God,]oh.3. 
heer it would bee confi whome Chrift Baptift preached; 
he not preach” the lewes theLords owne holy people: & yet he faid sepent 
& beleeve: & required of them amendement of life:Now if they had been truly re-_ 
their comunion as-is pleaded; lohn needed. not thus have preached, nor 
 Chrifthaye tequited fuch conditions of them , but onely they might in few: words. 
hayé faid;come y cit Faithf ul & beleeving lewes, you 8 all your infants be baptized 
‘at once: For baptifmeis for circumcifion:butlohn faith» think net to fay you have 
“Abraham to your Father: Se Chnift your Pather the Devil: & Iohn. 
faith the Lord-wil purge his floore. :. wherby ie is evident that the lewes were not 
rheir communion: perceaved plainly that feing repentance. 
Bc Paith were tequired by Tohn-& ‘Chrift particularly; which muft bee declared by 
‘Conteflion >; ‘therefore ic was invayne for thentro offer their infants whom they. 
| lohin, Chrift would not baprife, but excluded. from. baptifme by their 
Againe, whetas you fay ther isno mention made that Chirills Difciples were ba 
tized, & yet.it were boldnes to affirme they were notbaptized: & foal Chrifts & 
fohns actions afe‘not-Wwrittéen but-only che furmme:& thertor though itbenot men-. 
tioned. that infants were baptized, yer in the fumme it may be collectedthey were: 
tor the Difciples of Chrift it ts plaine they baptized, loh.g. 1.8 loh, 
for particalarizingof alfohn Baptifts or Chrifts actions,. 
‘May it was.notneedtullro fet downe the particulars but the kinds :. 8 if thier had 
been any or txatnplt of baptizing any one infant , it liad been fuf- 
ficient ,thofigh it nor been mentioned how many particula? infants;but as it fel 
‘out ie: circumcifion- ‘that one particular precept: was fafficient vit 
wrictes how many thow-faid were eirenmeied: , fo'likewife of bap- 
Finaly; for that you fay of che Evnuch,though answere it, 
methinks that forme mention, should: bee made of Philip to che Evnuch, or of the 
‘Eviiuch:toPhilip,is infants or children being at home far of concerning infants:or 
‘at leaft of fome orher. chat hadinfants,or did’ baptife'pertons. that had infanes , & 
that afterthis mgonersWihat have you any bee brought to bapri!- 


| 
| 


Rich.Chiftow & Smyth: 
your felvs!For they have title to it throu your Faith, or thus, 
iofants I ptay-you lec them be baptized aswel as my felRorcthus , do you repent & 
youshalbeba tized & your infants:but the deep hlentve of infants the 

«2. exclufive condition of beleeving & repentin penting neceflary t'o the Kingdom of God,yea 
the confeffion of fianes & on of ith by. ons baptized, 
“Yea 8¢ Chrilts cornmiaundement of inaking Diftiples before bapti(me all chefe & 
‘ mo are profes. ynaniwerabie againtt of infants, 


Bicaufe Chrift ike Ditcgles by them & themte 
them Marth. 28, 19. Iohn. Bur infants can® not by’ 
tryne become ~Chrifts Dilcsples And not by the 


The Apoftles were indeed commaunded to bers Difciples, 8 to vnto thie 
Faith & fellowship of the Gofpel,not‘onely the ewes, buerheGentils throughout 
world, Mat. 38,19.8¢ gave them power to preach the Gofpel, which before had 
been preached to Abraham,Gal. 3.8. Pe to baptife althar did receiveit : "& thus we 
une that faith maft go before: aptifme,in akfuch as are to be made Difciples ; 8c 
rought into the coved of God:' So went Faith before circumcifion , Abrahane 
firit beleeved, 8 after was circumcifed,& likewife muft al they which with Abraha 
into Gods covenant, firlt beleeve S thet be baptized as che Evnuch, Ad, 8. 
37. Lydia. A&.16.1 3.8 the Keper of the 16.33. But when fiich have 
ceived thé Faith,thenare their howshdld capable alfo of baptifmeasAbra 
hams Family was of circumcifion,he beleeving the ponies Gen. 17.8 therforit:is 
written, chat when God opened the lrart of Lydia,thar she did aten¢to the VVerdi 
that Paul preached, & beleeved,not only she herfelfe , but al her howshold were: 
baptized, 8 yet is ther no mention of the Fairfiof an of them,fave of Lydias onely. 
& fo the Kep, his received baptifme,& this j is proportionable to the ex- 
ample of Abraham, whofe Fairh we find fufficient to eat al his feed i in the cove. 
- nant,& make them capable of the feale. 
‘Secondly, Chrift taketh the fame courfe(in giving out this commiffien-to\ his 
_ Difciples, Mat. 28.19, )in bringing the Gentils imeGous covenant, thatthe L. tooke: 
with Abraham, for making his covenant with him,thar heshould be the Father,of- 
Many nations, &c,He did nor firft commaund him to be'circumafed, bur preached. 
to him the gofpel or covenant. Gen. 17.1—8.8¢ he beleeving was circumeifed & his. 
o here is zcommaundement , firft, forthe’ ublishing of the Gofpel 
_ them chat were norin Chrift, & chen for baptifing fuch as beleeved with theire: 
Familyes , for that is included: in this Commaundement’ , els had-not the 
Bs baptized the Familyes of Lydia , Se Of the Kep. as betore hath been: 


Thirdly childcen shialbe exeluded from bapti(ine bicaufechey camnot be ma-_ gil 


| 
j 


Pallages berwixt Mr 
| 8 beleeye , by 3s they be exclud 
trom faivation, forhe that faith, he that is bape iz faved? 
‘faith alfo,he.chag beleeveth nor, shaibe damned ,Maz.'16.16.ii therfor want of faith 
be fufficient co exclude intants from ba ptifene: then lkewile the want of Fagth is fuf 
ficient to exclude them frem Salvation for if the foimer be held to be the meaning 


the graunted,a thought whercof is to bee ab- 


general rules mu bee taken with theie fence & It 


, 
generali rule given by the Apoftle 3.19, {That if any would net worke 
dace shousd not eate ¢ yetit any should gather from hence . that the impotent 
&z infants should not eate , bicaule they doenory orke this were toofter vio« 
dence; wreft the A pofties doctryne:So Chriftg inga “general for the ma- 
king of Difciples, baprifing chem,now to deprive beleeving parengs 


baperfine,bicaule they cannot which is intend 


ed onely of 

ahem that bee capable thereof & vnconverted,is comjminishe the 
we Chrift,even like as hee that should fay,infants cagnot beleeve, & cannot 
sing that. cao neverbe the srue meaning ofa whéit isexpounded {o 
lasée adictech other Scriptures, or,any found conciufion gathered out of the 
aise this expofition of the Anabaptilts vppon this place of Mat. 28. 19. 


Icha Smyth. 


text followeth your Anfwere to my fecoad reafon: which reafon 
“ia framed thas. 
cannot by Teaching bee made Chrifts Cilciples,oughe te be bap- 


Antants by teaching cannot be made Chr Ditciples, Mac. 
Ergo in fants not to be baprized, 
Your anfwer td this argument of myneconfifteth in 4.particulars, 
Firft, you {ay that as Abraham firlt beleeved,& then was ciscumcifed, & rhen al 
ithishoushold-receaved circumcifion with him:So.al the beleving stils firlt be 
* ‘baptized, €c then through ther fash al ther hawshold mutt bee tized asinthe 
of iydia,& theGaylors family: of whole faith ther iso mention mide, 3 
. meither of the faith of Abrahamsfamily. _ . 
Torthis fick particular.of I fay, that you thedcriptures 
Abrahams faith did not go before his circumcifton as. aneceflary antecedent ‘to 
» Church of the old Teftament, but as a neceffary pre- 
paterne of circumcificnin Abraham was not 
afedleef his of the everlafting covenant God made with him in 
a of Chrift,therby to eftablish him into Chrift,(for he was in Chrift & fealed in 
bcift: many yeces belote by thefcale ofthe Spirit 2.) bur Absahams juffifi- 


| 
| 
| 


you fay tharas it was with 


Rich: Obi fton lohin Smyth. 

Exrion ja Was eppe of the: jullificatidn’ of Whot are 
yncircum cifed his tion fealed:bim vpte 
bee che Father of all the 8¢ tuple 

gret 
circumcifion fealed vp. Abrah, orme of ro be 3 to.al 
beleevers: in-vncircumeifion: that the ge atils should beal jutafied by aciu. 
al faith,ashe was, | 
Secondly, cireumeifi on fealed: vp Abraly. forme of iufliGeation to paterne to 
al the beleevers in circumcifion, that the dewesshould al puititted by 
‘tual faith ashe was. 

 Thegeneral vie of Abrah,circumeifion was common vith to Ifinael the 
‘pecfons of his family.& al the-carnal Hraelites,viz:to feale him vp.to the old Teita- 
“ment, & tothe obfervation of the whole Law,whezby Chr. in ottheald 
Teftament was vato Lewes beng ther.Schoolmr, to- teach them 
Chri. 

Now for the place. Rom., 4.1 Which Tam you wil grottnd your: 
yppon, Hay it %° both fallely. tranflated expoundedsfo1(tesen te acrobultia)is 
-aily cranflaced Which Abrah-had when ke was vacircumcized & this I fay isa fale 
tranflation {For this is che true tranflation,viz; which :(isor:was or Shalbe)intht vn- 

circumcifion-meaniag that circumcifion vpponA brah, the Father of al beleyi 
Geatils feale of jullificatios he wncircumeiion that beleeve? & the en 
ofhis circumcifion is his Fatherhood of the Faithful:& the righteoufnes of faithiis. 
‘not fealed'vp eo Abrah.particular perfon, burro the vncircumeifed that beleve: Se 
- that which was féaled vp imipecial to Abrah.was-his Fatherhood or prefidentsiupof. 
juitification:So that circumcifion in Abrah. was to eftablish him che E Faeher of: 
Faichfal Gentils,& his cireumcifion doth teach theGenuls thatifthey wil partake: 
Chr. they by their actualffaith apprehend Chrifts sghreoufpes,as Abrah, their 
Father did,otherwife they cannor be juitified, Pauls intenc is plainly proved; ma- 
mely,that at men muit be jultifed by faith wichout the works of the na: 
I confidently affirme to be the true tranflation & expofition , &-that the commen: 
& wanflation of the place ame mother + chis herely of pecobap-- 
fv. 
Agaitie,al the perfons of Abrah.Family were bicaufe of Abrah.. 
faith, bur the naales,al & only the males, werecircumcifed bicaufe ofthe ipacial ¢6-- 
maundement of God: Gen,17.10.the males being aflumed as types for th teach 
figurarively the maleC ocumcifidirof the hare by: hefemalés.4vere vn 
-caccumcifed as they were alfo put out irom being the matter of theburnt-offring(far - 
the males only were offered imburm-offring)to fignifie that rhofe chat hadnot the 
male Chr.in.chem were not fit eyther to bemembers of the church.ef the.new. Te~ - 
to be facrificed vnto the male werein.thewhi-- 
ther male or fenrtie in Chr.it wereaccepted, Gal. 
bh. his family circurncibondé was 
with Lydia & the Gaylorsix heir shevorhe 
-@iffesence in divers particular- They, 


Abtahams Family. were circuncifed yppom particular precept ia 
obedience of the Commaundement Genef, 17. a3... you camnot prove that the 
infants of Lydias & the Gaylors family were baptized vpon particular precept,bur 
you fay indevour to jufiifie u by che example of Abra. family; but it Abra, 
ee be an example then you mult bring a parricular precept(as he had) for bapti- 
Tney that were males only were cirqumcifed, but you wil have beth males& 
females baptized;this is another diflerence, 
©) ge Theythat were carcumecifed of Abrah. Family, were al the males being of 
_ yeres , though they. were never fo lewd & wicked perfons : So were not al the 
perions.of Lydias & the Gaylers family but only the beleevers being of yeeres ac. - 
Baith did aot intitlethe female to circumcifion , 8 as infidelity did not 
) ive the male of circumeifionanAbrahams Family So faith did intitle the female 
go baptifme in the Family of thcGaylor& Lydia:& infidelity in the male did exclude 
him from baprifme;you fee therfor that che prepostion is not alike betwixt baptil- 
The fecond parsicular in your Avfwer to this Arg.is,chacthe fame order is kept 
Chr.cémifiion, Mat. 28,19.in bringing the gentils intoGods covenant,as was kept 
Abtah:he && al his Family were broaght in by circiicifion, after the ofpel prea 
to him. Genef. 17. fo Lydia& the Gavlor were jbroughe into the 
wovenane with all cher Family , & were baptized afrer the Gofpell preached to 


thacin this particular thereare differences betwixt the one a& 
Jef Abrah. Sethe other ef Lydia & the Gaylor,according to the commiflien of Chr. 
Abrah.&c al his family by che Lords commaundement,came vnder the co- 
swentanvof the Old aCtually,& the males only were circumcifed:butChr. 
_ doth not commaund all perfons of a Family in the New Teftament tobe baptized, 
‘ut only fuch as are sinds Ditciples,& al them though they bee weomen as Lydia 
fy 


~ Secondly; The go pel was only preached to Abrah.owne perfon by the L. but ia 
the Gaylors cale Paul preached the gofpel to al that were in his howfe. Act. 16.32, 
fo Chr.commaundeth to make them Difcipies by preaching:So wete not Abrah. 
Family, who being firft circumciled afterward were taught the Law being a School 
'Y Thirdlyjche gofpel was not preached to. Abrah. therby to prepare him tocir- 
‘enim cifion,as if therby it should follow that circumcifion was a [eale of the Gofpel 
or New Teitament;for itis not foas I have already manifeRed:bue Chr. in the new 
“Teitament.commaundeth the gofpel to be preached to every creature, thatisco ¢- 
“very particular’ perfon,that 1s to be admitted into the Church by haptifme , & fo 
Paul did to the Gaylers Family ,& thisis another difference. 
©The third partictilar in your anfwer to this angyment is , if infants be excladed 
from baptifone fox of by hearing word, then they shal alfo 2 


from 


{ 
| 


| Rich &Tohn Satyth. 
falvation by that reafon: Maro. 16.16,| deny se veterlySF ot 
only of fuch as to whom the gofpel may be preached,which only ate men ot yceresy 
Pot when he faich go preach the Gofpel co every creature, he doth not bidracm, 
preach to beafts,oy rds, Fishes, or infants, which have no eares to heare , but he 
“a them preach the Gofpel to every creature chat hath an care t@ heare,thatisyte 
al chat are of a docible age &¢ nature: & then he addeth, wholoever (of them chat 
_ have eares to heare)do beleeve, & vppon their taith be baptized shalbeiaved, who- 
foever(of mé that have eares to heare)do not beleve(though they be baprized)shal- 
be dated:now | pray you Sir, how doch this fentence yaciude intants to baptiime, 
ot exclude them from Salvation¢or how doth your coniequent follow: for miants 
| fay chat either they are al faved, though they cannot cometo faith by hearing, ox 
that they are one of the L.fecrets, &{o not to be fearched intozSethat the Scripture 
doth fpeak only to of thé that have cares ro heave, & of things wilible known, 
6 not of things invifidle & fecreat: therfor this particular of your answer is -vaines 
Your laft particular in the answer to my arg.is,that general rules mui bee taken 
wich cher fencesas 2. Thef..3.10.thae as infatsior inspotent peifons though they 
not work yet may eate,bicaufethat {peech is not directed co infants, Mat.2% 
19.though infants cannot be made Diiciples |, yet they may be baptized, feing that 
‘fetch is not directed for infanes:8 fich an expofition of that place-muft bee. given 
as doth not contradict other Scriptures or neceflary confequents from Scriptusesy 
WelSir:l answer you, thaefirft you contefle heer that this place of Mat.-28.:19- 
is noc vetered of Chrift in refpect of infanes chat they should be taaght,& thea Lay 
he never intended that by-this. place you should hac:they should be, 
zed as you have done in youré.arg.& heer you do evidently contradict your-felf as 
Next | fay,that general rules shalbe expounded with ther fences : & as impotent 
‘perfons & infants shal eate though they cannot woikfeing chat is {poken of thele 
that are able to work: fo infants shalbe faved though chey cannot be baptized, leing 
they cannot by teaching be made difciples: & this is not diminishithe comaunds 
mene of Chr.ft or wreftt fro che fence to make the c6maundemérof baprifing 
larger then the cémaundement efteaching(as you do thae-wil have the infants-bap 
‘tized that cannot be raught)is eo feperate thofe things thatChr. hath joyned, & to 
wrack the c6maund;of Chr.out of joynt, & to break thé in peeces:8& woe be to ths 
that fo do without repétace. Finally} confefle chat it isnot thetruc fence of a place 
‘that contradi¢teth either Scriptupe or true confequér: but this rtuthof theL.whicle 
“you blafpheme with your title ofAnabaptifiry d oth not contradict citherScripture 
or found. conclufion fréScripturetbut is agreable to the-conftant& moft evidér’ prac 
tile of Chr.& the Apo. (f6ryou cannot.prodece an inflice $f an infane baprifed 
‘by any of them)& mott agreable to al rhe precepts of the Ap Chr.& Ioh. for bapti- 
Ting perfons confefling their faith 8 theirfinns: & are driven to. moft miferable. 
shifts, moft narrow ftraights for your pedobaptiltry, which you fee cannot fand 
without fcrapmg together alfthe wreftings pervertings of Scriptures which you 
have heaped rogether in your answ:your principal foundaciorfbeing a fandy mole- 
ferchr,from the old Teftieven a falle ground, that.circumcilion was a {ealeof the 


Nez 


i 
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sew T eftament )8e that the covenant made with Abrah.in refpe of Chr.was mada 
wich al his carnal infants,who were al in Chr. Jefus vifibly in their by:th & couceps 
tion by vertue of the covenant;which I have proved to.bee manifeft vntruchs , 8. 
fo you {ec your building tottereth 8¢wil never be 


Mr. Rich. Clifton, 


Now followesthe third reafon,. | 
_ 34 Bicaufe if infants be baptized,the carnal feed is baptized , 8 fo the-feal of the 
fovenant is adminiltred to them,ynto whem the:covenant.aperteyncth not,Rom. 90, 
Anfecre, 


¥. This reafon femeth to imply,chat the feed of the faithful is pare carnal , & 
part Spiritual, (f6r I cannot imagine that the Author holdeth al the feed of the faith. 
sulto be carnal.& that the covenant aperteynes.not vnto any of them , {eing foto. 
afifime contradicts. Act. 2. 39.)8¢ cherfor bicaufe the Spiritual feed:is not difcesned 
vorilit manifeit ic felfe by outward profeflion, therefore may not be baprized, left in 
baptifing them,the feal should be fet alfo vpoon the carnal feod.vece whom beldgs 
Not the covenant. To affirmethis firft is to deny that whichis dueto the feed to. 
whom-the pi omife belongs, for the wickeds fake, {0 to injurie them. Secondly, 
this reafon al{o ferves.as wel againit the circumcifign of the infants of the Ifraelites, 
feing at eight dayes of Age they could not be difcerned, whether they were of the _ 
Carnal or Spiritual feed, & fothe fealeofthe covenat notto be adminifred to thé,to., 
whomthe covenant did not belong. But as then the not difcerning hereof, did no- 
_ thang hinder circumcifion to bee adminiftred to alfrhe infants of the Ifraelites , no. 
more now can the not knowing of the Spiritual feed from the cernall, hinder bap- 
tif me.. | | 
2.. Touching the feed of che faithful,thus.I conceive therof that it is carnal] & 
Spiritual in divers refpects,carnal as they do naturally defeend of their parents , fo. 
axe they. al alikeinfinne, Pfal.s1.3. Spiritual, insefpect of the covenant wherein. 
they are comprehended witht heir parents, Gen,17.7.Act. 2.39.in which regard al- 
fo,al che children of the Faithful are faid to be holy,t.Cor.7.24. 8 thus confidered | 
Ideny the children of the faithful to be carnal feed, do atfirme that to fuch be- 
longs the covenant the fealetherof.& though fome.oft hem in the fight of God: 
Be known for none of his , yet to vs it {ufficeth for-che adminiftration of baprifme, 
ehat they be the feed-wf the faithful; & therforas the Ifraelites circumeifed all their 
 ghildren, (though fome of them proved to be carnal afterward, as Jfmael!, Efau, Sec.) 
dae wee to baptife al ourinfants , leaving fecreete things to God, Dyeutcron.. 


SPs) Wee. 

3. If chis Befufficientto cleerevs from profaning of the Sacrament if wee bap- 

tife them that make confeffion of their faith,bicaufe they fo doe , though they bee 

not the children of Gad,as $.Magus, AQ,8;1 3. chen is itnot fimply a profaning of 

baprifne,to adminiffer it-eo chamevnto whome:belongs not the covenant, but to 

dgcis co themwhich plainly appeare to vs to bee-witheut;  Thexfore,ifne 


dare. 


‘= 


Gare take vpon hinrte fay this or that infant is car 


grace,it shiloe no protanation of the Sacramér,if it be adminittred vnto fuch, feing 


‘we ought co-hold the feed of the faithtul holy, 1.cor.7,14. [fit be objected(as fome 
have done co me, chat al the [eed of the faithtul are carnal,8z fo to beheld vneil they 
beleeve & make contetlion of their faith.I anfwer,firlt,if they take carnal, as it is 


fed to the children of promife in Rom 9.8.1 vterly deny it,for the children of the 


Flesh can never be the children of promife,Rom.9.8.13. Thefe two feeds are made 


1o oppofite by the Apoftle,as that the one can never be the other. -Secondly,if by 
carnal they meane noching els,but that natural conuption wherein we-are borne: 
That hinders intants no more trom baptifme, then it doth rhofe that can give an ace 
Geunt of their faith, feing natural corruption remaineth {til in the purett proteflor, 
Rom.7.23-8 ifit bereplyed , that cheir natural corruption is not imputed to rhena 
that beleeve,no more(iay.I)isit to infants , els Chrilt dyed not for them, neither 

could they be faved, dying whilft they be yong, | 


Laftly,if Abrah.knewing that Ged would eltablish his covenant to Ifaac Genef. 


17,19; yet-circumeifed ifmael,vf,24.8¢ Ifaac knowing that God had chofen his yon- 


‘ger fonne, Gen. 2§.23.with 27.3 3.yet circlicifed Efau aswel as lacob, & in fo doing 


‘neither of them profaned the Sacrament: ‘much lefle is baptifme profaned; when it 
-is adminiftred to che feed-of the faithful to whom belongeth the promife, Acti2. 39. 


‘And thus having shewed the weaknes of thefe 3.reafons again the baptifing of im 


ifants,let vs. come to the fecoud pofition,which ts this. 
4oho Smyth. 
‘In the next place foHoweth your anfwer to my thirdArgum: ‘which Argum: of 


imyne may be framed into this forme. 


The.camail {eed is not to bee-baptized Fur the covenant perteyneth sorte 
‘them. 
‘Infants are the carnal feed,Rom:9.38. 
E:go mfants are not to be baptized, 
“To this Argument you make. Anfweralfo in 4:particulars, | 
Firft,you expound my meaning’ but I can expound myne owne words bet 
‘therfor by the carnal feed'l yndei ftand al children borne by catnal generati6, what- 
‘foever though theyzfrerward do beleeve:For they are carnal vifibly to mee ‘who- 
foever they.beethat doe not shew their Fayth by their workes ., ‘that doe’not the 
~workes of Abrah. yezthough they dye in theirinfancy, & are faved with the Lords 
For_Lmuift judg according to that which fee,& which istmanifetted : & call 


Paul calleth himfetfcatnal,Rom,7.14. the Corinthians carnal, 


3:1.3.8¢ as in Spiritual feed,that one feed of Abrah. vnto'‘whame 
‘the promife wasmadeGal.3. the Phrafe is taken from’Rom, 9.8. whetethe 
children of theTewes are called the children of the Fleshs& ‘Gal.4.23. wher 


is faid to bee borne after the Flesh,& Heb.7.16.the commaundement is called car- 


nal: So children borne of their parents ‘watt ally are-carhal , ‘fuch were al the ewes 
salants,who were after the are al qurinfants,, fot 


« 


without the cov 


} 


| 

| 

| 


no better eflace-cnen the mtancs of che They were al borac: 
ding vo: the Elcsh(exeeps lisze who, was in ty pe borneatter che Spitit). Gal. 4.0, 
Co thacrhe covenant made with Abeaham io refpect of Chrift. did 
fea vppon any infang of the Jewes & truth: & the place Act. 
4:39. Goth not prove charac did: :-Eorthat placeisto be vnderftood of the offer, 
of Chrlt & the New Teftamenc co al rhe'cai pal Jewes & sheir children, bur. of the: 
‘seal exhibiting it ¢o al that are. called.only; cheretore.| fay thatto haperie. infants 
baptize che carnal feed, tor al wfants are carnal) being conceaved borne in 
Nae, being che.Childien of wrath,vatill the Lord work his workinthem , which 
wrea he doth know notswhen I fee ic wrought in them by the fruires according 
#5 1S. written,shew mee thy Faith by thy workes. then darel pronounce them 
phe Spurituall feed.of Absah, for that are of Faith. are blefied with Faythiull 
Ababam: Therefore Laffime that intants are.not to bee efteemed aclually vnder the 
policilion ot thenew Teftament,which new Teflamentis vifible inthe vifible ordi-. 
Hances therof;why then they ate danined you wil-fay Ged.foibid.: doe you con-. 
deine ai che men.that ase. not of your Faith;& yet they are neerer condemuation . 
an the judgment of che Scriptureto youthen for Chr.faith thache rhat be- 
of them that heare the gofpel & donotbeleve)shaibe condem- 
che Seript ceacheth vsaothing concering che final 
be thefalyatien of them al; This is my expoGtien,, 
Now according to your expofition, should intend shar bieavle it is nor difcer- 
Bed which children. are Spiritual feed which the carnal,therefor both of them mutt. 
be deprived of baprilme,left by giving baptifme(yhich you falfely cata feale , &I 
therin {peak according to your opimon)to al, it should bee protaned by the carnall . 
feed: walluppote shat this vecre my, nyeaning: whac chen: you except againit rhieex- 
polition two things:one that the Spiritual feed should be injuried by denying bape. 
to it carnal eeds.fake reply by giving baprifme to all indiffe- 
rently, wee should injury baptifme that is to bee adminiftred only vppon them. 
that confefle their Faith & finnes ,8¢ that are made Difti another 
tiging yon except is that this reafon should cipcumecifion. {eing 
of 8. dayes could.ner be.difcerned to be the Spiritual feed..: Linfift that ie - 
wasnot then.nced{il that they should be difcerned te be the Spiritual feed. for-ehat 
canal feale. ofthe carnal covenant it:was enough-for invelting of them with that 
carnal & typical feale,chat they were the carnal.& typical feed, &.chat they-were . 
sialic Ifraelites or Profelytes:& shew me inal the old Teftament , but. elpecially. 


but co male;but now. in the new Teltamere we having the 
ef shole types.it.is plainly eaughryneo vs,firft ehat.Chtilt themale mult bee in ys,& 
«thar ther mutt. bee of the merification of the Hesh., & 
wee. mult to learneall that the Schoolinr. of the Old ‘Teftament could 
toach-¥s;.. before wee can bee baptized, for Joha.& Chr.exprefly require h& 
entanee in.shemthat be baptized: F do infivirely wonder. ap you & at my 
whole that wee. should aot fee fo evadent,a truth al) this 


the initirution of circumcifion.that the Lord required any thing of any perfontobe - 


| 
i 
a 
4 
5. 


‘the fecord partitular you bring marswer éo my feafon is adiftinAion 
Of thie feed of the Faithill:Fox you fay aschey'are borne of their parents they 

are carnal & finful:Pfal.s 1. they are vader the covenant they ar eSpiritual, Gen. 
17.7.8¢ are called Hely,1 Cor:z. 14. && fo are not the carnal feed; & fo they may be 
Baptized aswel as the Jewes infants were circumcifed Moughfomeof them prove 
wicked afterward, as Ifmact G-Elaw, Sc. answer? Firlt, your diftinction is withont 
"warrant of Scripture: ‘8 1 deniy that uifancs of the Faichyal ate'ro be conlidered in... 
thefe rwo whereas you bring two places Gen, 7-7: t,Cor.2. ra, 
proverhé latter pare of the diltitsction have answered thefe two places already shes 
wing your fal expofition of them, & thar the infanes of Abraham were not in their - 
byrth vnder the actual pofleffion of the everlalting covenat made in refpect of Chr. - 
But only ynder the offer of it, & thatthe intants o¢ al che childré of the taithful are - 
only as the wife chatis an yabeleever is holy {o this exception ‘of yours i 
The third particular you brite ih answet to my teafon, is, chat ie is fimply*2 
profaning of the covenant to admunifter the feale of it to them to whom it belons 
geth not:as to SimonMagus, AG. 8.1 3.but itis then profaned when itis adminiltred 
 tochemrhat are wicked answer,rhe Sacrament of baptifme is protaned whes - 
is adminiftred Vppoo.a wrong fubject whatloeverit bee-as co-give 
intane of two old Soto bapti/e an infant pro fanation:For as 
confeflisn of Fayth shall intitle any man'to-all the ordinances: of the Chur, 
firit'’o baprifne : So abfence of Confeflion of Faith shall debarre every one 
‘feourall the drdinances of the:Church iY 6e°although T will née< 
fay that Childien are damned, yet I dare fay that. shey are borne 8e.dead in trefpa 
fes.& fifines thae they doe dot Hor eahtiot any fparke of 
therfor although | dare nosfaychis-or that iafant is aot vinder the ‘eléGtion' of God, . 
yet dare fay that never an ifant in-che Earth fs actually fealed oF the New Tefta- . 
ment which is.onely atreyned by confeflion of finne & Faith For.fo faith Chtifts: 
che tyme is fulfill Kirgdome of Gad'is at hand’? tepent & belééve the - 
pel: &except 2 mat bee borne againe hee canner fee’ the Kinedome- 
God loha,3,3.° Cheitdwelletitin our hares by Eph 3: “Seas 
Dur infants are eletted, yer cannot fay sha beleeve 
& con‘effe their finnes Fayth, 82 {6 I know not Vppon which to adminifter baprif. 
me: 8& I muft’be affured thiar they do belevé before Fcan baptife thens,: for wharfoe- - 


ver i§ not-of Faichis finne,8 to know norhiag tothe cdntraty, bar that they dd be - 
Teave is not falficient warrant forbaptifme yea doe Know certainly thaefeing 
Faith cometirby beating, therfor they do. noc beleve yea 


Reer did beleeve isndthiig’to mee cecept they can shew mee thé 
their cbnfefhomT fay therfor that al infants dre catna? to' me. the 
plainly thatco be borne of Abraltscording thé Flesh be borne 
according to be as you Spiritnal’, for-your diftin&ion before wag 

infant of A bral: fo of the faithful was borne Spiritual aswelds-carnals 
but: heer the Apofile: faith dite@tly~cotittary your affertion thas’ they~are= 
nor hildren-of the promife & covenant , bicaufe they are the Childrem thar: 


4 


& 


yet amany 


dren of the Fleshthatis carnal: 


of- chear.Faith,1 
ait 


lv inioyned by God toevery male, the knowiedg 
of thereprobation Eflaw hinder carn the 
| 


per 


Flesh are 10 op 
therfor the Children o 


anise thongh alat the fiuit childken of the F 
fulmay Children ofthe promife by 
ut! 
Be one fo.camalcan never be Sparitual: 
eter from baptiime,no 
answer yes:Formen of y¢eres 
mortification ot hane & regenerati 
orsiordoc net declare their 


you.cannot. prove 
nof the covenant , 


emptonly that al 
children ofthe prowule & covenant, & 
reconcile thelé contradicions:S¢ where- 
poled .. that they .can never bee the 
| 
children of the lewes Church were borne accor- 

were carnal, arethe Children of the fauh 
ward segencrate,&< childr en of the pi o- 
lesh,fo mamy_ of the infanes of the Faith- 
Faith;:though at the firft al arethe chil- 
efle indeed that Efaw can-never be Jacob: 
& whereas you Gy, that carnal corruptiog 
more thert.men of 


peration 


that defcenaaf 
to be hap-. 


that make con- 
confefling & 
en by the’Spirx., miants be: 
& lo vite 
1s 
you cannot de- 
that ifthe in- 
ytherfore bee 
benefit, 


notim- 


ithat ‘Mbrah. cireuméi- 
that-the'Lord would efta- 


enfants bee baptized te 


Off 


. 
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4 
hem wee have nothing whereas you fay 
Faithfpl being delivered from cheis 
alantants shale baptized. who 
von fayano :Seing the infants ot theFaithiul are only rede: 
he you.condemne al the infants chat dyewho arenct 
, therefore. me which you. ‘the admins 


wee have received in the utch eftablisheth 

tion. && this alfo 1 Wil shew to be an-extot proving the 


realons herevnte annexed, 
suerte es ot Antichrit baptil- 


rerared, thus 1 prove 
of Hraeldid not fo pollute ie ceafed td’ Bee the. 
ofGods covenant to matty of themi as fepented no more‘doth thé ‘A 
of our fore- pollute baprifine chat it cenfeth to be 4 Sacrament to 
as 
2, Chron Fo, ti. 18.23 Jes conld'not fo nrany of as 


the Apoftaey alike: then let be Shewed thar ti 
Antichnift did make nullit of baptifine , &northe 
‘of 3. For Iftaell played the“harlot foo deépely’, 


tharin yourAnswer yon intend to prove, is, thar the | 


miniftred in the Apoflare Churches of Antichnitis not to berciterated, _ 
feale of Gods covenant to fo many o! them as repented{as more doth ta Bae 
forefathers pollute haptiime thar it eth.co bea Sacrament to fo 


| 
: 
a 
‘ 


that the Apottaey of Apoftacy ‘of {frat 
for firlt Antichniians are not called Uraeiites but Bylonias Beyouans Sodomites 
account the Apoltacy ot Aricichiilt Papanifme it jelf year 
ithe very worl kind of Paganifme. 


Second the differenices betwixt the, Apoflacy of Aatichrift & 
xt did noc défiroy the'trie of che 
‘But Aprichiilis Apdftacy did rafe the true. A poltoligue conftitution : For rhe trué 


.conititurion of the Church of the old Teltament was of carnal ILaelites or Profe- 
i Uites circumeciled: Gen, Exod.13,48.49. fo long as they rerayned 
Cunrilten the Land of Canaan,tiiey retayned their A- 
wasneyer Lo great inthe worship,miniftery ,8&¢Government,as is to be fecn 
Abijah dorh nor chardg the litaelires: with a falfe conttiruticn, 
declarerh them their falfe Government, ».Chrén,1 3.vf.8. ‘Their fale mini- 
tery vf. 9. Their falfe worshup,vf 8.8 declaeth che true government, winillery , & 
‘wership ofludab.Butit is manife(tthat Antichrift hath not only fet yp atalfe Go- 
“yernment of Prelacy,a falle miniftery of Preilthooda a falfe worship of reading, 
‘bur. alfo hath fet vp 4 falfe confticution of the Church:for whereas the trueApottcs 
‘Ligue conttitution,was of baptized Difci that confefled their Faith thes finns 
she hath foytted in a falfe matter of the Church,viz: infants: & perfons ynbaptizcd: & 
{oa falfe forme;for infants .arene-mere capable of baptiline then is a foole or 
Pagan:neither can they exprefie any more rcepéutance or Faith then 'fuch per 
ifons doe: .8& feing the true forme of the Churth is acovenant betwixt God & the 
‘Faithful made in ba ptifme in which Carift is vifibly put om: .& that infants cannot 
sseceave the covenant which‘ only done by aftual vifite Fath , norcannot feale 
‘back vato the Lord that hee is crucjloh, 3.33.28 God fealech vito them his truth by 
‘Ais Spin, Ephis.1 she covenant is this,! wilbe their.-God:2.C or.6,16. & they 
shalbe af taught of God, Joh, «. 45. & shal al know God from the leaft ynto the 
-greatelt!Heb.8,23.& the covenancis this] wilbe theirPather, 2.Corse>18. & wee 
shalbe his fonnes calling him Father Oy the Spirit,wherby we are fealed , -Gal. 4.6. 
Hence it followerh that the Church of Antichiifl being conftituted-of a falle mat- 
‘ter ., -viz -infants ~yncapabie of baprifme & of a falfe forme , viz : in- 
Jants vnable-to enter into: the New Teftament “by ‘ealing: back ‘the covenant 
snto.the Lord,&, confenting ynta the contrat, therefore-they can have no title to 
eChiit or any of his ordinances,but areas pagans or Gentils in the ‘Lords acccunt. 
‘Circumcifion thesfor in the Ifraclites Apoitacy was true -circumcifion ., bicaufe it 
“was performed yppon carnal Ifra¢hces or Profelytesthe eigth day bepriime in 
‘Popery is faife baptifme, & fo in the Lords accountng betterthen Pagan washing, 
“being adminiftred vpport infants 2fubject that God never appointed to baptifme: a 
fubjedt-that-is as vncapable of baptifime as an infidel,a mad man, a naturall foole,or 
anyother Subject that cannot confefie their. Faith or fnnes, or be madeDilciples by 

Thirdly! declare that was the true’Chur¢b of God, or a meniber er part of 
‘She truc Church ef God shoughiafinitely corrupt aswel as Indah in 


A, 


‘her'Apofacy, fee Ezechiel 8.coco.& Ezech. r6.tote; & 1. Bethertor 
‘if ludah recayned circumcifion in herApoftacy when'the L.calleth her 
_Ezech.16.3 5, & the Apoftacy of ludah is worle ia che L-account then chat of 
Ezech.16.47~s5 3-Surely the circumcifion of Ifract was allo true, & Ifrael a true pare 
che Church aswel.as Indah: & for the bil of divorce which fome plead was given 
colfract vy Hofea: Hof-s.2. Ifay that-was after the pafleover of Hezechhah which § 
was in the firlt ycer of his raigne,2. Chron.291 3.17.8¢30.2.& the bilefdivorcewas 
given the fixth yeer of his raigne;2,King, 17.2 3.compared with 2.King, 18.10. ‘yer 
neve theleile Hofea callech I{rael the Lords people atter-he had prophetied of the bil 
of divorce to be given, Hol.4-6,8.12,8¢-when the bil ef divoree was given, diversof 
Afrael I doubt not, kept thenifelves pure from Saniaricanifme,& retained circumcifi. 
on,& came vp yeerly co Terufalem even’ til the dayes of lofiah,z,Chron.35.18.com- iim 
that Hereby itis mott manifeltthatno*man- 
Der of figne the Church dt thé old Tettarhene a faife Church fo long as they 
“yerayned circumicifion in the Land of ‘yezif they tetayned cucomeifion 
though inBabylé;wherevppé | am perfwaded that if England, or thc 
Greek Churches did only apelie men confeifing- theirFaich their finnes inteC hr, 
the Sonne of God,or into the Trinity, though they retayned their falfeminiftery, 
worship & Government,& other ther abhominations yet the baprifme-was trues 
~not-to be repeatedas their cixcumcifion was good norwithftanding altheir abhonn- 
‘mations horiible Idolatry ¢s, & fearful Apoltacy inifacl. 


Mr. Rich. Clifton 


Babylon ix Chaldealw hich was a type of Spirit ual Babylon, Apoc. 18,2 
shey did abufe & profanthe yellels-of the L.Dai,s.3.yét did not that make a nulli- 
‘ty of them chat they ceafed any more co be the veflzls ofthe houle of the Lor. but 
were brought vp with them of the captivity that came yp from Babel to lerulalem 
‘Ezra,.1..11.. Even fo although Spiritual Babylon have profasedthe'Holy things of 
God, as baptifine the reft,yet remaine they fl Gods osdinanees'co al them thar 
come of her,Apoc,18.4.cX returme to the celeftial lerufalem, thefe-yeffels 
‘of the howle of the L.nesd not ro be new calt,bicaufe of Babels polluting them:ne 
Moore 1s. baptilme to be rewerated ro ef God, bicaule thorow 
‘the polluced hands ofthe Papifls.§ =... 
-Ifit bee objected, that.adminiltred baptifine in Babylon, were Idola, 
Lanswere? That they which ¢reamcifed in theApoftacy of-tftaecl Were Idolatets, 
& fo ftanding in thac eftace could not be fic Minifters, of Gods holy ondingacés. 
‘chat che wautimg of a lawfukcailing co.adminitter the Sacrament. makes'hot'2 ritilli- 
‘ty herof,the circumcifing of Mofes Sonne by his mother Zippora, ‘Exod, 4/25.doth 
‘plainly teach. For as che Lord makes effectual his word to his people, though com- 
‘Taing them,by thehandsefa falfe miniftery, doth he baptifme ‘to al chat bee 
‘tus, though admiaifyed by.them that haye nor a.Lawful-calling rhervnto. Thefin 
pishe minifter makes net a nulligyeither of the word | thonld the 


* 


Paffages betwixe Mri... 

the w ord Sacraments depend vpon him that adminiftreth thé, which, 

fo, have Lord, 

againe be alyeAed, chat baptiline was not adminifired in the Apoftate Chur, 

Antichntt to ubject.| answer chat che-childien in the, Apoltacy wereas fig 

cts to receave baptilme », infants of lraell in th ‘dacs of lerobuan., 
& Abid 5 were to receavecircuincifion.: Seing the covenant of Abraham (after 


the comming of, Chrilt belonged as properly vo th¢ Gentils, Gal.3, 14, asbeigue 


oft & 


Your fecond argument followeth which is this.in effe€t. 
AstheBabilentans abufe ot the vellely of the L-howie did nor make a nullity of 
them,but they were vied after the fothe Antichriftian abule 
cannot difapul ic , bug itimay bee retayned when men cometo the. 
Fayth;& it, needeth por to be rejterated,no more then the veflels of the howfe of 
the Lord be new caft, . | 
__ Lanswet many shings:Fitft,this arg.isanexceller arg. for tliertravning of 
Femples, the. worship,government, miniftery of th cclefiaitical atfemblies ef Fng- 
be fad they were neyecapointed by God fo fay 1, that baprifme of thars 
2pointed by God: but is thie deyife of 
Secondly, auswer,thar the yeflels.of the, Lordy Hawfe wete his owne ofdinaces, 
‘Setberfor need not to be new. caft:btir the baptiimée#f Antichr.is not the L. owne 
ordinance: whe neverurdeynedir:for you mutt giifingnish them thus: The veficls 
of the L.howfe were fubitances framed by art into particular shapes at.the L. apoin- 
temest.but the bapriime of he L.is acompound or conerete ordinance or acyonli- 
certaine effential partictilarsinot being afubance but an accident itdefini 


now it Antic. Had rérained thé effeacia! ‘parts of baptifme'} confefie it'meeded 
nat to be repeazred.no more then the veflels of che Lihoafe need te be caf after 
the abufe of the Babifonians:buc feing baptifme in popery Antichriftianifme , 
L. o-dinance in the definition ef ir,but Antich,invention ¢ Therefor though 
Wie veils of rhe E-howfe may be retayned, yer baprifine may not: That baptifme 
A nachr. invention ip the definition of manifeft thus!ThHe marter-of baptifme,Se 
theforme of baptifme is. invented by: Antichgo itis anitivention of antichriftm 
the definition: The matter of antichriftiah bape ifme carnal infants The forme 
washing one into.che covenant that cannot confent to the covenarit or bartifing 
contract & fealing che covenats omborh.parts forthe L.doth ncrfeaie to 
tha.tpfane , apd rhe infanr cannor feale to the Lord’: moniletted 
tt the ins wer to the forme: arzum.' of yours, : Therefore thebaprifme of 
definjtion of ic the meer devil@'of antichr.For tht Scripture defcris 
baprifine velich s the-Lords owne oidinance thus: The-matter muft bee 
one thaegonfetiech his Fayrh & his finnes , one tharis regenerate Se bore againe: 
Fee bee avoluntary delivering vp of the parry baptized inte the Name 
1. .37, compared With 617.5 Matas. 


4 vim, @ 
> | 


go. 8 18.40, Be'Gal-3.27/ Roman,6.2~6. VVheréin’ ther fhult be 


'tracting: This ordinance of the L.therfor ts abolished berh in the matter & forme, 
aruther ftraungeinvention of man isin che rome thergt fubiticuced , which i 


is ina falle Church: a 


Richi 


coafent of both perfons-contracting together: that is to;rhe forme of 
tifinc retayned popery yet, teacheth plainly: wher they fay.Credis¢Credo: Abre- 


funciaszabrenundy ‘whichother perfons fpeak for the wiant that cannorfpeak, 
therby declaring that ther mutt needs bee a mutual contract of both the parties con 


not the L.& thertor a nullity;8& as it che Babylonians should have framed 2 Temple - 
alcar,arck, or candlettick ; aitertheirdevile , €¢ given|hem tothe people of the 
Iewes,they could not have retayned them & vied chem to VVorship God w.th- 
all: troe Chriftians recayne Aurtichnitian baptifme which is deviled in the 
definition of it. | 
 Thirdly,1 answer,that if the Antichriftians had baprizetl perfc hs ‘conféeiting ‘thet 
fianes & their Faith into thename of the Sonne of-God, & the Trinity , ‘it had thén 
ser true though inthe hands of the Antichiiltians,as the -veflels of ‘the 
‘L. howe, ia thehands of the Callees,& therfur teedéd no repewtion , as thefe vef- 
fels needed no new cafting: Fherfor we keep the Scripcurcs itil though “they abuife 
~chem,& theGhurch,minitery;worship , S¢ govérnment in the’Sapeures 
‘though they have poluced the>but their devifed word;that is their Apocrypha wri- 
tings Balle dott: ine, 8 their devifed church confilting of carnatinfamts Seperfons 
"ynbaptized, & their deviled of the mafle;Setheirdevifed miiniiftery of the 
facrificing Picifthood,& their devifed government of the Pretzewweabhorte ,& vt 


-terly reject,as the very deviféd Idols ot antic. & we wil no more retaine thé thé the 
Shrines of Diana,then the Jews weuld-the wedg of Acha:to fay we of his baptifnre. 


And heer you answer two objections. — 
chough theAntichriftians that adminifter baptifine bee Idolaters Ver 
jt may bee true baptifine aswel as‘circumafion true by the 
faters-8¢ thar che efficacy of the word&e'Sacraments worth 
of the minilter: as circumcefion by Zipporah declaieth, Exod: answer: Firlt, 
what fay youto Ciprian the auncient Father /, @-all the cotiniel of leaned Bbs._ 


‘whos conciuded ehat the baptifme of Heretiques was Z’noltiry & decreed re- 


baptifing- 
Secondly I fay chat the Iftaelites circumcifion Was in a true church& antich.bap- 
Thirdly, Know nothingto the coittrary , but Zippordh might circutneife her 
Sonne; her husband commaunding’her (for where isit faid in al che Old Teftameric 
that a woman shal not circumcite jfor Mofes intleed did circumcife though ‘Zippo- 
yah was the hand of Mofes ifthe aCtion,as it is the Kings action, if the L. Chitincel- 


dor or the judg ofan aflile do it.Fourthly I yee'd that the Miniter shal ndt preju- 
| baprifme.ifthe baprifine bee the Lords owne ordinance 4s , if ‘per- 
* fon bee invelted with baptifme trug in the definition:& yet fou know that ny he 


‘tilwe of weomenis ftrongly queltioned I beleeve it*woil'd trouble you to (atiffie 
‘adoubt made of a midwifes baprifnie in England , chat it ought not to bee 
‘repeated., or-of a Chétd Daptifing otheis as Athanafius did in foort, (which 


| 


Bb. of Alexandria wash bis Cleikes did. approve) whither it oughe. 
to bee repeated yea or nay ;; but I leave this) point as, being but off. {mall. 

Theiecond objeion yon-answer is that although baptifine be adminiftred ina, 
falle Church of Antichrilt yppon an vais fubject,y exatshal not berepeated,no more. 
then citcumcifion in, che,dayes ot leroboam & Ahab,it, being an. 
fubjedts] fay,as I have divers tyimes,that the Iraelices mfants in their de- . 

fection were the fubject chac God commaunded to be circumciléd,viz: the feed of 
Abrah.males. of 8.dayes age;So are not the infants in Antichiiftiamime , both for 
that they are 1-infagts, 2.meémbers of a fal(eChurch, 3. The feed of vnbelevers which ; 
by your owpe cunteffion have no title to baprifine:& whereas you. fay that the co- 
venant of Abrah.in re{pect of Chr. did as tiuly belong to the Gentils atter the 
- myng of Chr,as it. did.co che Uraclites though hothun detection: LIdeny itsFor the 
_ garnalcovenant:belonged to the Ifraclites the carnal feed of Abrah,even in their pa- 
rents, Apoitacy,& the Spiritual cevenant madewirh A brah.in refpedt of. Chr. did. 
never aperteyne tothe 1. Apoltate parents, z.much lefjeto the infants of them 
‘their Apoftacy, 3.no nor to the infants of rhe faichiul havealready proved., & 
Gal, 3.14.5 notto be vnderltood of the bletling ot. Abrah.to come vpon of the 
Gencils sp their Apoitacy,but only being in Chrilt,as the words are, alfo vi. 7-& 9,. 
bur-the -externaikCovenant was made with Abraham & che-cainall ifraclites 
onely vppon the condition of civcumcifion carnally vppon the. males of eigt. 


Mrs Rich, Clifton, 


che word of God pafling through the falfe miniftery of Antichtift, was of-force 
tq convert Gods,elect 10 Babylon,the is baprifine paffing likewifé thorow their falie. 
minittery of force to feale vp Geds covenang vntg them , & fo. confequenily not to 

Butrhe trueA poc, 18.4.Fer in Babylon wereGads people converted, other 
ordinary Miniltery was ther none, bur that falfe Miniftery of the Papifis: & therior. 
it,is apparent that Gad made thereby his word effectuall to all them chat belgeve, 


Ce 

If be objected, that if God should convert his people by.an- Antichriftian mini+ 
fterysit were to.give approbation toa falfe mimiflery , & totcachahat mep might. 
layfully vfe it, which is abfurd: answer , for vs to vfe.a falfe is vnlawtw |, 
but it,is no more abfurd or yet any approbation of.a falfe minitlery., for..God to. 

-worketherby the-good of his owne.peeple, then st was. his approving of the evill 
lex vace of Jo"ephs becthren fe'ling him into Egypt , bicaule he vfed theire, 
for the faving of, laceb & his houshuld, tor God can worke good by..ancyil 

If it, bee: fill vrged., that; the Antiehriftian Minifters had calling to 
baptiie:, I fay no more had. the-Iewes to put Chrilt'to death , yet was his 
awayleable. tq. faye all that beleeve ; & fo is the Sacrament to al Gods. 


peo pis . 


i 
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| Your third followethavhich is thisineffedts. 
The word in the falfe Miniftery ot Attichsitt 
not be repeated. us hove 
I answer!Firlt the word conver to pe So 


baptiline feale vp noné wifidly to'meswhat they dobot hm lecreaceheLknoweth: 


& what the word doth generally Lknow by that place Kev,18.4, Alio whatzhebap. 
tifme doth (pecially Ekin w, for God faith. plainly whofoever receaveth the mark . 
of the bealtin his forehead shal perish, 11. thf markis vadoubtedly bap- 
tifme wherby they are initiated into Antichrilt, receave his mark,as Chrifts Ser-. 
vants in baptifme receave his feale yppon. chert: “(remember cat baptifme afeale in: . 
the concrete, or according to yeur opinion. For Ideny.itto bea feale) fo» 
that Antichriftian is rarhier'a Rale of Ant ichedtianss then. 
of the covenant of Salvation by Chri(t;& therfor it is to be renjouncedii..c10 salt. 
Secondly, Antichitts have faid inthe difinitié isioncofGods. 
ordinance no.not in the hands of the moft.taithf{ul minilfes of rhe world: buecGods - 
word is the Lords ordinance,though in-the mouth of the moftvile fudas nti- 


chri‘tiar in the world,yex taough st be in tlétrgxcure ofa rec. herefies: So that in: 


this re{pect alfo it followeth noc that'thoughGéds word may. convert: in: popery,). 
tichrifts baprifme may fealé:bue itil you build vppona fall 
whiclris the queéltion; viz: “That baptilme in: popery” the 
ords 

Thirdly,! answer againe,that if A ntichtift Had rereyned the true Baptifme, ast 
have defcribed trae Ifay inthe definition, viz: That he had baptized perfons. conief- - 
fing their & Faith int thé Trinity or nto lefts Chrift se shouldmovhave been: 
repeated: feing he intendeth in baptifine, to fet-an indelible chatactervpon, them: 
his the of the bealt’; to-comferiegrace theinfanes:.. 
which he washeth,anorher promifi ng & answering for them Credo Abrenuntio.: 
which the party baptized should himfelf pertorme, hence! conclude that hehath: 


fet vp his ownc idol of abomination, & ‘¢aft the L. holy*ordinance away, having ef>.- 


deftroyed rhe primitive Apottolique ba pafme: his a ore 
rather a feale of perdition to them that'rerdine 

Th: amplification which you bringte this thing notde- 
nyed, but yeelded vnto that Gow can work by a falfe'v fhiftery evil inftr uments, 8e 
bid meanes ,but hence it wi! Nor fellow that-we may / taine the mark of the beatt,. ; 
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| 
2. 
of 

| 

| 
The 


hich merciful: providence hath 
his people through che profane pelons,are nor tobe sed 
enthors (ake,Ezra.1. 21. 
_-*But-the Scriptures & bapeiine hit God tefervédin the popish 
true baprifme bur falfe-thar is ink 
(Pred in the aflemblies of Antichr.I answer it may be faid tobe isa re- 
iome hamianedeviles vied iatche adminittracion chereot: yet is it true bap tif 
sefpect.of the r,forme Author therof it tohavea 
Acgament followeth, which i is ‘this. 
by dis merci‘ul providence hath for his 
the.Authois 
SU OF hath Go ish for | 
athe benefitiak his peo she pop 
The minesyou proxethus,fayingshe baptifme though in of 
viedin the miukration therpiyyct pelpect of the matter, forme & 
inyouranswentomy fecond Arg. you faysthe author of baprifme 
m.of Asucheis Chr.the marter-water ‘she forme washing with-water 
rinity. 
wit it.could bee proved chat. baptifme in the ome of 
appointed by Chrift,& is thertrue matte: of the 
otsie forme ssavashing inco che Trinity,J would yeeld vaco you: batt ou have 
endoproved haye.alceady, proycd.the-contrary + but yet to thing 
Haly-incthis poins which 1s the mayne pillar & cheef cornet Stonesof the fen- 
« dazion,l lays: aiVVateris not the matter of baptifine, buronely-the of 
For as irc is of burning, fo is ‘VVater.of washing : the 
eanactecof burning isthe tewel chatis bysnesSo thematter of washing ‘isthe party 
»washed: Foraswvyee fay, naccidentis elt inefle.: che fubject is al the-macter of 
-an accident 8 asthe matter of the Church arephe of Sayntes ; The 
oditine Minittesy.are che Prophets, , fo the matter ifmme is the per- 
-fons,vppon whame bapuf{me is.conterred.., whome itis. is Falfe therfor 
which you aflirmethat water isthe matrer of baptilme. 2,1 fay-that was hing inte 
Mame of the Fachey, Sonne, 8 Holy, Gholt,is not the formeof Bapriftne : For 
etawasha Tiirk-, lew , Foo'e , orinfantintache Trinity is not 
boptilme butirweefo , if fim ply to baptize into the ‘Trinity were the 
Ffarme of ba : matter into the true Faycth, or 


| 

| 

| 

| 


‘Rice CHRoti Sthych. pie. ssi 


Rrhe-erue forme of baptifme + So that the érue matter obbapeifmeis anew creaw 


male of ¢igt‘dayes okbeyrher linedly deftendnig of Avrattan; Profeljte ¢1 Soi 
the true martee of baprifmeisa perfou, chat of the Fayth of Abraham , 
niale-Chnift formedin him: The true fornte of b in thtec: 
thiogs,(1.)washing with water, (2°) 2 ew Crearure, into the Name.ol Chri 
ér into the Trimey, for I think Wee are Hot t¥ed'to 4ormocet: wards. fo i/amtichr, ... 
hath washed aby,? (ay wal Hever confene chant bey hur hold . 
Bac if an thar-is lot the matter 6Pbapelfine ote Wisked many: madd 
man, foolex. Turk, or of any- Pagan beevwashdd with: wateriiate the 
‘Trinity , fay ther is neyther true nor: forme hapiiime: 5: & 
not the author thereof 2. dé cherfor the bapufmeel anuchisult 1s noi but. 
his owne. all infanes baprizedby orhave 
the marke of’ thebcaht: 586,40 halts; 


of baprifme. , or els woe beeto them & when they shali manifeft a new crea-— 


ture , & Chrit-ths male is formed inthents, Sdelicy confeflewith theit, meuh = 


Szchen be baptized into the Trinity , thisis not anabapriftery , but the-true 


pimitive Apotidleie were. - 
its your Sit shew sew me 
thoufand tymes withthelewes avhich, i were: 
into thé Mafhas: (‘no doabr the: ond off Riggies: 
But ifit bee blafphemy to fay that Chrift’, Iohn , & the Apoftles - 
baptilts they were eft ynies fome of themdmptiaed the, Mefhah in 
Type ,,bicaufe they were onely once baptized truly & indeed : So shabig beg - 
Paiphemy irvail hem that callthe than baptizesacw 
Creatutes once ‘onel y chouigh baptized before, by, antichuft 
iafancy when they knew tite right handfsoni thele(t..; on: whatia new, ~ 
ture. or the New Tellament., or Chriffsner 
hence “therefore 1. conclude vndenyably: that Popish bapeiime-hath.a falle. - 
mareer', atale forme , therefoteitis: asa lf - 
ery afalfe Church anthonof thesevpy. - 

pon though the Scriprones 
the wordvaléche toby ‘things «ob God) through: Popery oyet inthe. Popist+2 
Churches. cher.is non crue: 
nor true fale and: Antichnihian: to beerejetedy 
and che ta bec :affumed ont of the Soriptaes and fo; this; argument..cif 
che fome humane devies annexed, 


- 


by. Geds, providence.2s, 


~ - - R * z 
—— 


\ 


SPéflages berwixt Mr, 
vate che thexeof,.¢ then are.wee not to plucke yp the wheate 
wuitinthe cares;Mat.1 And so cait away that whichis Chrilts Antichr. 

But te baptife with water into the name of the Father, & of the Sonne,.& of the 
from heavenj&& not trom Antichrilt, 

Ergeyweought not racaitic away butahofe ssaditions where with Antichrift 
pollated for-exaple,king lolias & beiore himK.Ezechias, when both the 
&.Témpleayere poluced)2.king.21,7-& 23.7.did not pul downe thelemple 
the Prietts to brought out al the vncleanes 
they. had found in the howle of God,z ‘Ghio.29. 16.17.18. & 34,8, For inse- 
-farmacien of things, difference mult be put betwene thofe chings,wherafGod is the 
are.devited byaman t:The former is to be purged trom all proia- 

fill xerayndd., the other. to,bee quyte abe- 
ished. Tills ai bee. fallowed, gen 


filth As followeth which isthis in 
“Weshutt nor pluck vp. the wheace withthe'tares, 3.29.nor-caft away that 
wehich when wecaft away whichis Amtachsiltss 
ret ‘with Vater: the Name of the Trinity is Chrits.& no 


Antichrilts, 
wee not 10 that away but only she of 


mor pal. downe the anple, bur clenie it,8cc. that. wheruftGod isghe Author muft 
or pollution put awaytthac where ian is the Author, is 
‘Quiteto be abolished: Thisis yourreafon. 
] answet; Thae a5 whenthe Babylonians had veterly deftroy ed the Temple the 
ewes built sr. agaime:So when deftroyed thetsuc T empl 
the trive Chusch, thenmutt we build it vp when Antichrift hath deftroy 
rthe-erue tullwe vp againe>Wherior feing avis shewed befor 
tit hath'aio kis hedthe bagtiime. of Ghninthe definition or in the mat- 
forme-therof,& trathréared a baptifire of his ownejomutt therfor be aboli- 
‘shed 4s when wedo renouncéthe falfe Church or do not re- 
shounce thee Which isttuéiniche falfe Chusch or Minilteryjbut onely the falfehood 
‘fo in rejecting the falfé baptifme of Antichr.we de not renouncethat which is true 
an it asto wash with water into the Name ofthe Father,Sonne & py! Ghoft: but 
wonely the fallehood : And-yet aswhédwee rayne thecruth in a falfe Church, 
or Miniftery .. wee rejest the Falfehood in them & erect both a new true 
Church & M iniftery when weeretayne-thetruth. ofa falfe baptifme , wee 
& sox Secthis is.evident if you con- 
wel, | 


sr 


me 


“Againe,feing in the falfe bapufme,church,& minutery, the corruptions are eflen- 
etial,o¢ che truth only accidental: & truth & falfeheod are fo intermingled as we can 
not divide them afunder,afluming the one & leaving the other, but we mutt needes 
jo renouncing the effential corruptions referve the accidental truths & iterace or ree 
»peate the accniental truthes if we wil have the eflential cruth which Antichrift haf 
“abolished: Thertor neceflarily we muftfor having truc baptifme repeate washing in 
to the nameof the Father,Sonne,& Héty Ghoft , which are but accidentals (tora 

Turck fo washed is not baptized) & once onely washa new bowne babe in Chri, 

jaco the truth which 1s crue eflentiall baptifme which Antichiift had abok- 
-shed , & which wee onely reftore & mothing els : & fo your. argumentisage 
4wered. | 


Mr. Rich. Clifton. 


As God hath made aneverlafting covenanr with Abraham & his feed, Gen:r7 
‘which through the malice of Sathan & al his initruments shal never be cut of : fo 
-hath he preferved,both in the Apoftacy vnder the Law & goipel, thefeales thereof, 
for che comfort of the Faithful. 

And cherfor the Anabaprilts in rejeCling that baptifme of Chrift, “whereofthey 
‘were pertakers in the Apoftate Church; & devifing 2 new,do bring in anew cove- 
nant & anew gofpel , taking vppon them to baptize themielves without warrant 


from the word:For Iam fureit cannot beshewed,that any did ever baptize 


‘without pecial commaundement trom God,as Abrah. had for circumcifion, Gen. 
17.9.0r Lohn for baptilime,Mare,1.3.nor yet any others without ordinary 
-ordinary calling.loh, 4.2. Mat. 3:6-AC.8. 38.8 9.18-8¢ 10-48. 

If it befayd the tymes bee extraordinary. lanswere, the Lordhath |. ‘ey. 
ther example or rvle,or graund of rule,;whereby wee may in extraordinary tymes 
‘have a {ure warrant out of thé.word , toinforme vs ii any thing that wee onglts 


doe, 
John Smyth. 


Your.é,argument is thusanuch in Hel, | 
“That feing the covenant made with Abrahanzin refpect of Chrift, is everlafting’s 
‘Genefir7.7, & caunot by the malice of'Sachan bee cut of! no more can the malice 
of Sathan abolish the feales of shatcovenant voder the Law or gofpel, vizicireumei-. 
Gon & baptifine. 
Janswer by an argument of like nature,from Mat,16.18.framed thus. | 
If the gates of Hel stval neverpervaile againtt fhe Church therreher hath alwaves 


“beena crue Church, & Antichritt couldneve: make the church faltes8 fe yowef rhe 


‘Seperationthave finned molt shamefully in calling the Church of Antichsitt falfes 


primum. Ergo fecundum- | 
‘If my argument be not good againft you of the Seperation for erecting'a new 


“Rich, Clifton & 


huich,no more is yours good againft vs.tos erecting new baptife;. This isto 


? 
J 


pag. Paffages betwixt 
ewer as they fay regerendo:But I answer more properly folvendo thus:Thattheco: | 
wenantis faid to be everlaiting not in reipect of the viuble real exiftence in the woild 
in an ellablished Church, but in of sheftabilicy firmencs ot it in regard of 
Sathans malice which-should not{o abolish it , thaticshould never bee recovered 
vagaine;For otherwale the Church went intothe wildernes:Reve!, 12. 14,0 al natids | 
were made drunck with the of the formation of the whore of Baby!on,Revel | 
3.4.86 ther was no truc Church jn the depth of Antichruftianifne,& fo.vo true bap 
tifmac,for can any thing betrucinas alle Church, but the Scriptures & the truthes 
conseyned therein: deny therror,thac.the covenant, Church or baprifme was vifivle 
alwayes:Bor it when the Church went snro the wildernesz& the: tor as 
you when cher was nota true Church inthe world , toek vppon youto fer pa 
erue Church(as you fay, but wee fay a falfe Church)renouncing the Church of 
tichr.¢ yet wil not bee faidto bring in amew. cavenanet & a new Golpel. (tor you 
in your taile Conceitednes wil reject them tor heretiques, ifthe: bee any that dare 
fay fo:ot you ferfouch):, So the ana baptitts(as you cal ghem) doe notfet vp a new ; 
covenans& Gofpel , though they fet vp anew.or rather the old Apoitolique bap. 
tifme which Antichrilt had overthrowne & whereas you fay they have nu wa.r 
tant to baptifme chemfelves,1 fay,asmuch as youhaveto fet vp atiue Church, yea. 
fully. asmuch for if atrue Church may bee erected which is the molt-noble oidi- 
-ngace of the. New Teftament,then much more baptfme .: Syifatrue Church can | 
not'bee crected withour bapuime, for baptiime is the vifible forme of theChurch, 
as Difciplesare the matter : Mat. 28. 12. Iohn, 4,1. Then feing you: conicfle 
ghag gtruc Church may bee erected , you cannot deny (though you doe deay 
ix in-oppoting the truth) that baptiime may.alio bee recovered when | 
all Chrifts vatible ordinances are lott , eythermen muft recover them againe er 
anuitiet tnemalone.: ifthey let chem alone tilextraordinary men come.ith mi- 
racles & pongs., as the Apuitles did,chen men are fameliits, (fos chat is their opts 
Dion jor ifthey mult recover them, men mutt, beginne fo to,doe, & then two ncn 
joyning together may make a Church (as youfay) : Why may they not baptize 
feing they cannot conjoyne into Chrilt but by baptifine , Mat. campa- 
red with Mat..38. 10. Gallat. 3..27. but itis evident that all Chrifts Com- 
matndements mult bee obeyed, E:go , this.commaundement of having & vfing 
the communion of the Cimurch., Miniftery ; VVorship & Gouerniment , thole 
Hoiy-incanes of Salvation which.the Loid. of bis mercy hath given vs with his co- 
yenant., & commaundedvstovie : &therefoie if all the commanndetyents 
of God mult bec obeyed,then this of baptifine., & this warrantis fufficient for» 
afiuming baptifme. :. Now for baptifing a mans elf cher is as good warrant. , as for 
Churching himfelf, For two meniingly are no Church , joynt’y they are 
| @ Church, they both of them put a Chuich vppon themfelves,fomay two men | 
put baptifme vppon themfelyes : For as boththofe perfons vnchurched, yet have 
powre toaflume the Church eack of them for himfelf with gthers in communtons 
_ So,each of them vnbaptized hath powre to affume baptifme for himfelf with o- 
slersin.communiom Andas Abraham & Tohn-Baptift, & all the Profelites af- 
Abrahams example, Exod.i2.48, did adminiftey the Sacrament vppea 


Rich.Clifton & Sthyth. pag. <8 


‘felves 3: So may any man raifed vp afte: the Apoftacy of Antichrift, inthe recove= 


| ring of the Church by baptifme , -adminilter it vppon himielr in communion 
with othess.: So-wee fee the Lords Supper is to a’ mans felfin ¢com- 
munion with others, fo is Prayer,Prophety, Prayfing of Goa vetered for amans {ele 
_aswelas for others-. asinthe Old Teftamenc; -every maniat was taclean¢g 
| ayashed himfelt ¢: every Preift going to Sacriicewashed himfelfe in the Layer at 
: ~ che dore of the Tabernacle of the congregation. :- which was a type of baptilme, 
the dore ofthe Church; Tits2ss. Every Mr.ofaFamily adminittred the Patieos 
yer to-himfelf all ot his Family -The Preift dayly Sacrificed for: himfelf and: 
thers ; aman cannot baptife othersintothe Church, , +himfelt being out of the 
Church: Therefore ites Lawfull for aman to baptize himfelf togecher w.th: o- 
thes in communion, & this warrant is a pleréphory for the prattife of shat which 

is done by vs; Thus are your 6.weake reafons answered. 


Rich. Cliiton. 


“Tims having fet downe fome teafons to prove that Apoftates or ‘Antichriftians 
converted are not to be rebaptized,let vs come to the examination of the -reafons 
-alledged co the contiary;the Art wherof is this, 

1. bBicaufe Churches are to: bee contlituted now after the defeQtion of Anti- 
, as they were firft ereed by the Apoftles But in the cunfticution off 
 lnu:ches the Apoltles receaved in the members by baptfnie, -Exgo,fomultwes 
doc now. 


‘Anfvwere, 


‘t. “Theeftate & condition of people now is not aliketo theeftate of the Géns 
‘tiles or Iewes in the Apoftles tymes,they differ indivers refpectss Firft,all che peo- 
lethen both of lewes & Gentilesnever had bene themfelves:nor.were ever of the 
polterity of thofe that had bene members of the Church of Chrift vnder the gofpel, 
‘fing was che fr ft planting of Evangelical Churehes.but we are now thepotte- 
rity of fuch parents as weremembers of the Chu, planted by the Apo. els.could We 
not have Apoltated. | 
‘Sccondly chat people,which the Apu. gathered in to Churches were never bapti~ 
zed,& bapzitime commung in the {teed of circumeifion,& being afeale- of our entting 
intoGods covinantr,it was fit, that they which beleved& becamethe feed of Abra~ 
ha shoafid fo enter into the covendt, they & their feed, as he & his feed enttred, that 
Is yashe & his were receaved in by cireumcifion!So they & thets should be recevedd 
sn by Daptiline, 38. but we are a people that are already baptized, 
the feed of thé thae-wer baptized, & had receved theyofpel, X(alchough through 


Antichr.deceaveabitnes,bothwe & they weretainted Wwithsnany corpuptions)yet 
éby | 


= 


‘had they or mugiit have in that Apoftacy., (8 fo'we alfofo much faith., ascher 


| 
| 


~ And concerning the conftitution of the Churches;here it is to be noted, thatthe. 
conftitution of Churches fet downe. by the Apoitles was by the immediate dire:tid- 
of the Holy Ghoft,&& fo ferveth for a continual rule of eftablishing Churches to the. 
end of the world, which torme or frame layed downe by ¢hem,uo man hath power 
toalcer or change, ».Ccr.4.14,1. Tim. 3.11.But the contlituting of Chur. now af. 
ter the defection of Antich,may more properly be called a repayring, then a conttie 
tuting of Churches, whichthsoughApoftacy have bene ruinated,ora gathering to 
gether of the difperfed's hepe of Hraelk. into fiuch formes or shapes of vitible Chur- 
ches(the paterne whereof is shewed ynto vs in the word) for (as before hath bene 
noted) our {tate is not as theirs was that were the firit conttituced Churches, & {o it 
wil not followa(as it.is alledged)that the receiving in of members into our Chut- 
ches neceffarily muftbe by baptiime, asin the prumitive tymeit was, except onely 
of fuch perfons as have not bene baptized before. 

And herein I take ic,!yeth the deceyte of this arg.that-it purteth no difference be 
tween the people of God.comming out of Babylon, & them thatcameto the faith. 
fom-amongft the Gentils,equalifing Antichriltianifme with Gentilifine , the one 
being an Apoftare Church , the other no Church : The one partaker of the 
word & Sacram:; (though with much coruptié:the other partaker of neither atall, 
the one proiefiing Chirift 8 Teaching many truths of Ged,& fo many as the clect 
therby might come to faith, Apoc. 18.4. The other neither profefling Chrift,nor rea- 
ching any truth of God,wherby any might be converted to Chrift,8 become Gods. 
- people in the eftate of Gentililme, 

And thas, having made plaine the different eltate of the firlt planted Churches & 
- @ts in.Apoltacy. I answere frit That Churches now areto be conftituted(if repai- - 
ring be not a Srter fpeach)as in the Apoftles tymes,& that al fuch as are receaved in 
‘asmembers, being vnbaptized,muft bereceaved in by baptifme, but for fuch as were 
baptized.in Apoitate Chucche:,their repentance is fufficient without rebaptifans, 
as it was tothe Apoitate Ifraelites, who vppon their repencance & returning to Je- 
rufalem were receaved of the Church without any new circumcifion, & therfore to » 
adde a.fecondbaprifme, witht the Anabaptitts,is to. Apoftate from Chr. & not te. 
enter into his covenant. | | | 

And in chat che Apoftles receaved inmembers by. baptifme,they contd doe no o-. 
therwife,feing the whole world was vnbapt ized, bucaf they had met with any chat 
Gefore had bene baptized into the name of hr.as they that receaved the baptifme 
of fohn, Sz as we make no queltion,they did not,nor would not have rebap- 
tized them, & therfor the conclufion wil nxt follow,that. we are now to. receaye in 
by baptifime, them that are. alseady. baptized, | 


lohn Smyth. 
Tite nexe.thing én your answer isa folution of the.arguments brought by mee to 
prove the cruth! viz.-_ | | | 
‘That Antichriftians-converted are to bee. admitted into-. 
thetrue,C hurch by baptifme. . 
_ the Lords. have proved vato you by three 


hereof may Bee framed thus, 


> 
‘ 


of Chn & the true conftitution Apoftolique of the Churchof the new Teftamenr, 


Rich.Clifen & lohn Smyth. 


So are Churches to be reftored or conftituted after the defeftion of Antichr, 
as they were ere-ted by the Apoities at the firlt. se 

But the Churches were at the firtt erected by baprifme in their primitive infti. 
tution by Lohn,Chr.8 the Apoitles. | 

Ergo: fo-arethey now to berettoved; & therfor the members are to be receze  §f 
ved in by baptifme as they were then: 

. Asin the former point for baptifing of intants you were compelled to runne te 

the old Teltament,& from thence to fetch thecheef corner ftone of your building 

in this fecond point youveterly forfake thenew Teltam. 


& fetvs againe to Schooleto Motes,as it Chr.had not beé fairhful enough to teach 
vs hisnew Ieit.but we mult go learne the new Telt. of the old Teltament; Chr. of 
Mofes: The Gofpel of the Laws 
And firft I would know why we may not aswel withthe Papifts 8¢ Prelates goe 
fetch one high Preift from Mofes,a facrificing Preifthood from Moles, fuccelfion in 
the miniltery from Motes, & a fucceflionin the Church from Motes , as afucceffion 
in baptifme trom Mofes;& ineffe:t youdo.tetch a fucceflion of the Church. from. 
Rome:For in fetching a fucceflion- of bapti{me fromRome which is the forme of the - 
Churci:& in fetching afuccetlion of the matter of theChurch which is the feed of 
the parents baptized you of neceflity make the Church of Romea true Chuiche 
For if intants of the Church of Rom? have true titleto baptiimeby reafonof the 
Faith of fome of their auncefters or fortathers that were Faithful,then are they. the 
true vifible matter of che Church; & if by reafon of that title to baprime, they re- 
ceave true baptifme in fubitance as you fay in the Church of Rome them they have 
she true vifible forme of the Church, for they that have the true matter & forme of & 
acrue Church vppon them are the true Church?& fo are the infants of theChurch» 
of Rome a true vifible Church in the conititution & effential caufes therof: & fo as.’ # 
in the old Teitament the Church came by. fucceflion of genealogie in refpect wher- 
of they made fo much account of genealogies carnal,Philip.3.3—5. 1.Timoth.1.4,. @ 
So in the Nev Teftament che Church commzeth by fucceflion of carnalGenealogie 
through the Church of Rome to our dayes;& then as the matter of theChusch, viz 
infants defcending of baptized parents is by Genealogie,& the forme of the chmchk* 
viz_baprifme vppon thele infants is by defceme:& therfor the Chuech is by fucce=- 
fion:] demiund why may not the miniftery be by defcent & fucceffion aswel as the 
Church?& then why 1s not the Church of Rome or England a true Church,the mi- 
niftery-of the Church of Rome or England true Miniftery.8¢ fo why. may noryou | 
returne back againe into England,& take vp your former miniftery , & renounce” 
your Schifme which you. have made? & fo I heare that fome are mynded to doe: & ~ 
truly tor my part I held it as lawful to. retaine the Church & Miniltery of England, 
a3 toretaine the baptifme:Sewhen I shal yeeld to the truth of the baptifme of Englad:!} 
I wil yeeld to the truth of the Church:& miniftery of England & Twilvonfeffe 
kave been a Schifmariqae, & returs:> acknowledg my error: but bicaule # know} 
che.sniniltery & Church of England is falfe,therfor it muft needes be that the bap--4 
| 1.3, 


i 
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tiline which is the forme of the Church is falic eflentiallys&¢ therefore having $& 
trom the Church & Miniltery of England for thefalfehood of them, 
_A mult necdes alio Seperate trom the baptilme which is falfe,tor the Church is tale 
bicaule chet ome of the Church is falfe ; if baptifme the farme. of the 
Church of England be true,the Church of England is truecalio: .You are to’ know 
Aherveiore fo Lwish you & allthe Seperation ro mynd it well, che Lord give 
you eyes to fee,d& harts to vnderftand) . chat allthe old Teltament was carnal taken 
fromthe Elementes oj the VVorld , thereby to type out & to teach them heavenly 
things therefore their Church. was'carnal co type. to vsinthe. New Tefta 
Menta Spiritual. Church : ,The matzer of their Church was acarnall Ifraetice: the 
matter of she Church of the New. Tettament is a true Ifiaelice in Whom. ther is no 
yguile Lhe torme of their Caurch was carnall civcumcifion a carnal feale. Ge- 
10-14. .The forme ofthe Church ofthe New Teftament is the. circunt- 
, cifion of the hart,a nety Creatnre ., the Holy Spirit of promife w hereby wee are 
fealed, whichis maniielted by confeflian 8¢ baptilmein water: “Act. .10..47- E- 
pphief, 1.13. Gallar. 3,27. &6.15. John 3. 5. Matth. 3,6. Roman. io. 9. AG. 
8-36.37. Theircarpall Chuchinthe matter. & fo)m2 ceme by carnal Gencae 
fo they ail of chen were gendred vate bondage ynder ihe rudimerses. off 
vader the carnal .Teltament or. covenant : our 
Spwricuall Church tu the matter & forme thereof is by Spirituall “Genealogic , that 
»is the Genealogie of the Fayth of Abraham the Father ot vs all vnder the: Spiritual 
New Teltamenc, .Gallar, 3.7.9. 14. Roman.4.16.11. Ther parents.in: the car- 
mall Church was carnall Abraham & carnall Hagar, &.al! their carnall_ parents. 
according to the Flesh with carnail {eed begate carnall Minae!l rhe type of the carnal. 
, Mraclires:qur parents in our Spiritual Caurch is Abrah.Spiritual,{ & al our Spiri: uat 
parents by she word of God. & by faith begat Spiritual the type of che 
children of promule atter whofe manner we are,Gal,4,22—28.Rom.4.19—21. 'Heb, 
Their minitery. was a carnal miniftery by carnal gcacalogie of 
the line of Aaron Sacrificing Preifts;our muniftery is by Spiritual genealogie of the 
_clection of the rrue Church thatis Spiritual. 
Thus ifyou would compare the Ty pe & the Truthtogether ; you should eafily 


difgerne the fandy Fondation of your falfe Church ruinated & your falfe bap:ifme 
quite abandoned; who continue a Church by fucceflion of acarnall line, a bap- 
by fuccefiion Vppon the carnall Line through Popery VVhereas:the 
a eChurch .is onely by the Spirituall Line of Fayth , & true baptifme ‘by the 
‘Spiritual fucceflion yppon that Spirituall Line of Faythfull men confefling ther 
sFayth & their fones,which was typed by thatcarnal:Lineof the ‘Teftament: 


syorthe:efore that introduce acainal Line into ihe Church to bee baptized , vizt 
your Children according co the Fle‘h & that by ficceflion fetch baprifme vppen 
ethat casa! Lise through the Church of Rome into.your Church ( following the 
»prefident of the Old;Feitament in that-cgrnal cucumcifion by fucceflion of Gened- 
_fiogie) .doc therein vnawares make Kemeca ture Church,vour felves Schifmatiques, 
-in the New Tefament,, & fo fallen from Chrilt, are be- 
crameanew iecend of che Beak never beard ofbefore inthe VVorld .; 


| 
| 


 theexceptions which you take at my firit Argument... 


new baperfmet& wo be to them that ad ro the word;Rev.22. 18. & as they were 


 firbject to the caufe that add to the. new Teft.of ChriHeb. 12. 2¢.in this refpect ther. 


fich arc you of the Seperation. | 
This being premifed as a ground which Tearneltly in treat you( even in my beft 


Kove vnt o you)& al the Seperation, efpecialy the leaders of them, well to weigh 


porder, & not to be ashamed to leaine of thear inferiors &¢ juniors;! come to aswer 


’ . Thefumme of your.exception is this: That feing wee are the pofterity of bapti- 
zed perfons,& the Iewes & Gentiles in che Apoftles tymes were not fo; Theretore 
wee necd not aflame baptifme in our entrance into the Church -, which wee had 
inour Apoftacy , but wee may ener into che Church withour rebaptizing 
asthe Apottate Ifraclices.did without rec: cumcifing: & fo we muft notin the new 
Tcit.be iramed according to the paterne taaght in the new Tet. in entering in by 
biptifme,but according to the paterne of the old Teflam. & the Apoftare liraelites 
therein, &c. 

Tanswer divers chings ¢ Firlt, I fay thar che New: Teftament is as fufficient for 
the direction of al the atfaires & occafionsthat befall in the tyme of the New Tes - 
ftament,as the Old Feitament was for the occurrences that befell vnderthe Old 
Teftament: Seing Chrift is as Faythtul as Mofes: & the New Teftament as perfeét as 
the O!d. Gual.3.15. & therefore if the Lord had intended to difference be- 
twixt the Apottolique confticution of Churches,& our confticucing of them in re- - 
{pect of the perfons to be admitred into rhe Church ,, & in refpett of baptifing € 
not baptifiag or rebaprifmg of them he could & woulc-have done it: but feing is | 
not done in the New Teltament,but left in filence : 8 ‘feing the New Teftament of » 
Chr. is perfect & (caled with ins blood; you that pur this difference add to the new 
Teftament,& bring in a new Chmift,a new covenaut,a new Golpel , anew Church, . 


accurfédthat added to the old Teft. Deur.4.2,8 12.32.S0 much more shalthey be 


for your answer is infufficient; 

S:condly,! affirmethit(as the Holy Ghoft faith) the Antichriftians arein:condi- 
tion equall to Pagans, & therefore as I have {aid they are not called litaelites or - 
but Egyptians, Sodomites, Gentills : but the Holy Ghoft - 
knowerh wit & how co fperk : And thesefoveasthe Babylonians, Egyptians, . 
Ssdomices,Gentils washings weren: thing, no moreis the baprifme of Antichri- 
ftians any thing Forthe Holy Ghofc forefeeing that che Antichriftians woulda 
bo'tsh che true bapti me of Chrift by baptifing intants,& fo by admitting into the 
Churehthe carnat feed of the Flesh: , would difanul that Holy ordiriance of bap- - & 
tifme;&& fo abolish the true conftitution of the Church ; in heavenly wifdom for — 
our inftrn ction ca'leth perfons Apoftating from the true conftitution oftheChurch | 
Babylonians, Egyptians, Sodomites,Gentils,therby teaching vs that ke efteemeth no | 
otherwife of their Church or baprifme,then of the Synagogues of Babylon’, then | | 
of the washings of Egypt,th@rof the worship of Sodom: & the Pagans:* &thefe. 
compatifons will fit you well againft the aflemblies 8& Temples of Antichvift', and ¢ | 
know no-reafor- that they thould not fice vs aswell again your: Babylos 
mish , Egyptians -, Sodomitish; and Paganish washings of infants. which 


| 
} 
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‘Which though it bee done into thename of Chr, Yet is no more avayleableintha 

Ghoits ceftimony then washing of Pagans, Babylonians, Egyptians, Sodc mis 

Children. | 

Thirdly, wheras you fay that repayring the Church now after the Apoftacy of 

mm 6 Antichr.is.a hitter ipeech then conftituring:herein do you both taxe your {cives off 
the vie of chat word conftu.ution;& plainly fignifie that you incline to maintain the 

ae Churches of England & Rome to be true Churches, wherin-whitker you dee not 

me §6=- forlake your Gril faith, & curne with the dog to the vomit look you vnto it, &let al 

andifferent men judg; but your writings are againit you fuificient witnedfles in this 


Fourthly,1 fay that the lewes that were converted to the Faith & new Teftzment 
of Chr.by Chr.Iuhn,& the Apottles in your account were in a {ar better eltate thé 
sAntichr. For they(as you fay )were of the fame. body.with the Church uf the .New 
'Teltament,& their circumeifion was afeale of the new Teftament(as yeu fay) &they 
vweresn Chr.lefus (as you fay) Sc.were washed 1 doubt not many of them the 
Meflias whofe blood they typically faw in their manifold baptif{mes.& purifications 
_ with water: & al of thé had been parrakers of the word & Sacraments in the Chur. 
«of the Ilewes,& why might notthey.by Chrilt,lohn,or the Apo, be admitted into 
‘the Church without baprifme;if thertor Chr.lohn. & the Aposwould needes bap- 
yptizethem , & fo by baptifme coalticute them into the rew Tettament that had all 
»thele petrogatives in your judgment,much more wil they have vs to conititute An- 
‘tichr converted into the true Church by see $3 newhercan you fay without 
indignity co the-L-ordinances inthe old Telt, that chey were inferiorto the 
‘baptifme of Antichrilt. 
Againe you wil needes have this to be a great priviledg to the antichr. to be the 
carnal feed of them that hath fomtyme been members ot rhe Church of Chr.in the 
mew Teftamenc, & therfor you fay that in ther parents or aunceftors they had title 
‘to baptifme ¢ Ideny that ever che English nation or any one of our predecefluss 
wwere ofthe Faith of Chr. shew it if you caa:but we came of a Pagan race tilRome 
the mother came & put vppon vs her falfe baptifme;& therfor although the Roma. 
anight plead this,yer England cannot plead it: & fo-your-diflimilitude .cannot hold 
Hin that ching:& our cale is fimply Paganish. 
Further, vou fay that the repentance of Apoftate Churches is fufficient for their 
-admittance into the true Church without rebaptization, as repentance was for If 
£aél without recircumcifion;1 deny it,for the Churches of Antichr.are falfe , & the 
‘Church of the Ifraelites was not falfe; The Churches of Antichr. were falfe bicaufe 
sthey-comiifted of the carnal feed baptized which.was not that one feed vnto which 
the promile was made , thatis the Faithful : The Church ofthe Ifraelites was 
iti we bicaufe it did confift of the carnal feed carnally circumcifed, which was the true 
econftitution of the Church ofthe old Feftament: For othewile if tf ael had been 
Galle bicaufe of their Apoftacy 2 Idolatry then ludah was as falfe who-had in wic- 
vykednes jultified Samaria & Sodom, Ezech.16.51. bur indeed they were neither of 
them falfe folong as:they circuracifedcthe males-of 8,daycs.old; but the Churches 
falfe by baptifng the carnal feed (which was not the 


of Abrahams faith)therefore are to bee baptized when they come to the trurh, 
.€annot have I{raels Apoltacy for ther prefident wherefore an Edomite or-Iiraelite 
comming to bee a profelite of the lewes Church that had omnitted circumdifionisQ 

true Prefident of the Antichriftian Apoftacy;For as they omitiing the circumcifion | 
of the males though of the Pofterity of Abraham,yet being Profelices wereentered ff 
into the lewes Church by circumenfion:So is it in the Apoltacy of Antichrift; with | 
the Profelyces of Antichriftianifme;for fo I take it the Profelytes were types of An- 
‘tichriftians,comverted to the Faith, & admitted into the true Church; & the Ifrae- 
‘Jites were not fo. 
Moreover whereas you fay that if the A poftles had-met with fuch as we are they _ 
would have receaved vs into the Chuich vppon repentancewithout baptifine : 4 
answer, if {uch an example had been left vs wee would then have refted {atiffied, 
but feing the Apo.have left-no fuch example nor precept therfor youareyetin your - 
Apoftacy,& having not repented of nor forfaken your Egyptian baptilme are {til vn- ; 
-feperated,do ftil retaine the mark of the beait,& are fubject cotheJwoe thattheaum =f 


gel threatneth to perfons fo marked, 
“Mr. Rich. Clifton. 


ome 


Now let vs:come tothe fecorid reafon which is this. | 
Bicaufe true baptifme is but one,bur the baprifime of Antichrift is not tye 
baptifine, & fo-not that one baptiline of Chr. butal themembers of Chr.mutt have 


Baptiime. 


*Answete, 


‘2. Ther is but one Faith 8one baptilme, therefore is it ftifficient te 
bee once ba payee it was to bee once circumcifed : Secondly, That the baptifme 
of Antichriftis not true baptiime I graunt , & doe alfo.aftirmethat al members‘of 
Chrift mutt have true baptfme , what then multi¢follow that now fuch as ate 

tm mutt bee rebaptized,els cannot bee members of a Vifible Church I deny 
it &¢ doe further answere,1. That the baptifme which wee receayed inthe Apoltaze ff 
‘Church ts no more Antichrifts then the word that weereceaved therein: For- Aati- 
-chrift did never ordaine a new kynd of baptif{me, but did onely pollute(with 
-ventions)the Holy ordinance of Chr:8& therefore if this baptifmethat weehavere 
‘Ceaved be called the baptifme of Antichr,that is to affirme an ynteuth , feing’the in- 
| fticution theteofwas by Iefus Chr.whocommaunded his Apo;to baptize al natiors 
‘with water in the name of the Father & of the Sonne,8z of the Holy GhoR. & the 
‘fame baptifme for fubftance is ftil retay ned in theApoftate churches & none orher. 
‘Secondly ,th:s bapcifme may alfo in fome rel pect bee called true baptifine, as before 
have noted in my fiftreafon againft rebaptization{For’r.it harhChr. ‘forthe Au- 
sthor, 2.i¢ hach the true matter outward apne or eletnent which is water,3.the true 
‘forme of adminiftring the fame,which Is, ptifing into the name of the Father», of 
‘gheSeanc,& of the Holy Gheif, al which is in the Church, neither 


re 


‘any baptised inte the mame or faich of Antich.but ynto the faith poffeifion af 

therfor our bapriimeis the baptifme of Che. & that repent taug 
baprifine,& fo conlequently not to be yciterated. | 


Ivho. Smyth._,. 


Tn the next place you make answer-to my fecond.arg.which may be framed thus 
Al the members of Chr,muft have chat one true of Chr. caught iq 


the new Teltament. 
The baprifme of antich,is nor that onegruc baptilme, taught by Chr. inthe. 
_ Ergo ; The members of Chriftmuft not haye the baptifine of Antichrift , but 
nee) the true baptiline of Chrift , when, they come, into the true 
The fumme of your answer is?That the baptifme we receaved in rhe fale Chur. 
Anticlir.but Chrifts:{ make answer,that (cing infants are baptized which 
_ she falfe matter of baptifme,& feiag in them cher is not che queftiun of a goud con 
fcience vnto Goa, 1.Pet. 3.21. Nor the hart {princkled from an evil con{Cience,Heb. » 
is the forme:Seing they cannot exprefie credis? Credo Abrenunrjas? 
Abrenuncio;which is the forme of baptifme.evey the muqual contract betwixtGod. 
&z the party. baptized expreffed vifibly in confeffion;therfor the baprifme is notChr, fF 
‘but Antichrifts,nét from heaven but of man:& al that you objeét in this particular’ 
¥8 already fufficiently taken away in answer to your 4.reafon:: whither I tramgatcd yh 
that which is heer answered by youvppon 


Mr: Ruch Clifton. .. | 
 Bicaule as the falfe Charch is rejected the crue erected; the falfe miniftery fers 
faken,8¢ the truc réceived:fo falfe worship(& by confequente baptifme)muit be res: 
Hiouinced, Sethe 


_ Birlt. graune, that we oaght to Seperate from a} falfe or apoftate Chur. Apo.18.)) 
to adjoyne ourféelves toa true C hu.reformed a¢cording to the paterne of the Ab’ 
olties 2valfo every falfe minittery is to be forlaken, Mat.7.1 5.2 
mimfters of be So.did the faith{ul in 
fake the falfe Preifts fer vp by Jeroboa,& returned to'the Preifts of che-L.to Terufal® 
2,Chro.30:1 3.itis our duty likewife to renounce al falfe 

fa.3 22.8¢ to wots hip che-L,as he taught vs in hisword+ & thusfar dol approve @ 
of this reatén,bue the confequenec | mutt deny, virithat bicaufe falfe worshipjs to. 
Be renounced, therfor baptifme alfo.For 1. we are ta-confider in that baptifme recea* 
apoftase Churches things firft,that which is of God therin.2.that which 


— 


| 

| 

| 

| 

| 


 Rich.Clifton 
before 


ge GP inatl,that which is of God, is che fubftance of baptifime ,as 
t= fame matter & formethat the L infti cured, & likewyfe the fame end which 
_ js the profeffion of the faith of Chritt, oz this is not falfe worship,& fo confequently 


plot to be renounced, 
Againe,that which m the adminiftration of baptifine is devifed by man,arethofe - 
ynwarrantable ceremonies of crofling, breathing, annoynting,&c. thefe are to bee: 

renounced as vaine worship, Mat.1 5.4. Now the ordinances ot God are to be purged 

from the polfutions of men, & not with theirpollutions to be feiounced, for if pole 

. tion might warrant men to caft away with it, that whith is ordeyned of God then 

~ | might not the holy vefiels polluted in Babylon have bene brought againe to Ferufaz 

nor yet theTeple it felfe,that was fo profaned in the dayes of the Idolatrous 
Kings-have any more bene vied as a place of worsh, to the L. Secondly, answer that 

receaved a'true baptife in the apoftateChu-as the people of God did cir 

eumcifion amongtt the ten trybes: .& therfor we'may no more renounce it , 

¢ fume anew,thenthey that returned co leruf.2;Chro.zo,11. might renounce theire 

Iris objetted-of fome;tha3 this tomiparifon houlds not, for Ifrael was'a true Chu, 

| therfortheir circumciion was true:bue Apoftate Churches have nothing ‘true, 

jf * neitherare che members therof capableeither of the covenant orfeale in that flan- 

‘| <-ding,& itis nottruebaptifmetofuch = 

This objection in part answered before, & now answer further; z.thatthe 

‘Vraclites in their Apoftacy were not a true Church, but falfé feingrhey Seperated 

from lerufithe true& only Ghu.in the world; & erected-a new Church & comtnié 
amongtt chélelves,joyning together ina falfe wor, & vndera falfe mintltery, 1.King. 

fo became an harlotjHof. inthe apeftare - 

Chorther’be fome things true imthefubltance as che-word baptifie,though ce 

gupted inthe adminiftration therof by falfe minifters;8¢ huniane devifes. Thirdly the 

members of an apoltate Chu to be confidered two wayesj1.as they ftand mem- 

 Beisoffuch a Chur. Secondly as they are thé feed!3e pofterity oftheir forfathers 

Which receaved che covenant fer themfelves & for their eed though in regard’ 

-of the former eftate,chey have nether right ro‘baprifme or tlie Covenat(for'the holy 

Nvings of God belongs not to fall Chu.nor to the members therof 

dered in that eftate everito members confidered apart fromiuch 

as they are che leed of their forfathers,fo are they capable of the covenarit Sacra. 

thefame is avayleable co them vppon their répentance!For in apditateC 

hatlr his people which are beloved for their Fathers fakes, ROim, 17.28. Ge this” 

apeareth in that he faith,comeout of her my people, Apo 7824.8 to fuchie cannot 

bedenyed burt that to them belongs the covenant, yeawhyles they are ini Spirienall 

Bibyfon, as it did to che lewes that Were in Babyton’of ‘Chaldea; bondage hiriders 

Bucfome may teply chat they whofe Fathers Weie Idolaters & vnbeleeversicold 

mie : fave do right to the covenant to be baptized through the Faith of their Fathers. 1- 

“answer,the rghe that children have co Gods covenant depends norotily vpon their 

*yoimediate parents, bue title therco. delceads them , from their auncelivrs © 


| 
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x0. 20. if wee refpc@ ..ods mercy, even as mens inheritance dos from = 
theirtormex Fathers;veither do the members of an Apoliate hurch-caft ot al 
feflion ot faith,for fuch beleve the Scciptuces, in Ch.oxc.though withal they 
felic divers.errors, & worship the true God ina falfe maniier.. 

~ Itguettion be made how 11 can be proved chat themembers of an Apoftate Chu. 
had fortathers that béleved,! answere,it cannot be denyed,.. feing that an Apoltate 
Churcharileth not out of acompany of infidels (for then could it not be called A~«. 
pottare to apoltare mujt be in regard of the truth) butis the ruines of a 
true Church, & theitor it mulk needs foll ow. thar gheir foriathers were belevers, & 
receaved the covenant.,; 

Aud thus haye I byeifly answered thefetwo Arabaptiftieal pofitiongavith theire 
reafons,as the Lor,. hath inabled me for the prefent,washing this labour might have 
bene taken inhand by fuch as could better perfornie it.& further 1 do intreate, that - 
the truth( which Lcontend tor) may nor,through my weake defence, beare any se- 
chat which is fale worthy,let it returne vpon my head: & do alfo earneft 
y pray that he that hath thus wrieten,& both he & chey chat fo practife, may feri- - 
oully coniider of chat whichis done, & glorify God by theis repentance. March. . 
1608, 
4 Rih.. Clifton... 


~ Tohn Smyth, . 


Inthe-next place yeuanake answer.to my Jatt argument, which may bee framed ‘ 
intothis forme. _ | 
thefalfe Church are rejected, & the contrary true Church & 
miniftery.aflumed:So the falfe worship , && fo by confequent the falie bap- 
tifme mult be renounced; & the true baptifme aflumed. 
 Verum primum... Ergo fecundum. 
. Thefumme of your. answer is,that we muft renounce indeed the falfeChurch,mi » 
miftery,&¢ worship , yet may retaine the baptifine receaved inthe talfe Church, 
which({you fay )ss true in-author,matter, forme, & end:Thoughcorupt in. circum-. 
ftance,as oyling,crofling, breathing, &c.repenting of thofe coruprions,& pot 
the crue fubftance wich the corrupted circumfeances deviled by man , & an-. 
_ Albhough al that is mentioned heer is already rakenaway in the former difcourfe 
yet it shal not beamille ro annexe fome th-ng forfurthercleeringofthe point. 
deny thepopish baptiime to be true in the 4.caules therof as you afirme: 
The L.neyer inftituced that infants shouldbe baptized, 2.he never ordeyned that 
Pacans should be baprizédy3.he never infticured that the carnal feed of the taithiull 
shipuld be baptized: Therfor feing intants that are noe the feed of the faithful , but 
the feed:of Babylonians,are baptized by Amtich:the matter of baptifmeis falfe,1 the 
E,never appointed thac. the parcy should be-baptizedwithout his owne confeflion . 
to che contract thatthe in baprifme:& therefor the Apo. Peter 
faiths. chat in baptilme ther is the queftion of a good confcience into God; & 


| 

| 
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thing, & crofing, Xe. 


for a falfe Church is contrary-tea true-‘Church: -nowa tree @hurch isdeterned in: 


? 


Rich. Clifton Yohn Sitiyth: 
faith thit when the body-is washed with pure water. » the hart muft-be fprinckled 
ftom an evil con{cience, Pet, 3. 2 1-Hebs10j22  ther{orinfants are baptized which... 
cannot Stipulace or contract chemfelves vnro the L,therfor the L:doth not contraét 
with them, for Chr.the husband of the Chucch wil noreontratt in marriage with a. 
bride ot a fpow/e that is vnder age, Gal.4.1—4. 3.the L.did never appoint that bap--_ | 
tisme.should feale vp his new Teltament co infants - , vor that infants should by his: 
baptifme be admitted into the body of Antich,& intothe Church, niniltery,war-- 
ship,8 government of Antich.or that his baptifme should {et a character indelible’ 

vp on parties baptized, or should give grace ex opere operato, al which or moft of 
Which ase done in but the end of Chr-baprifmeis to manifelt-vi- 
fib!y that the:partie confefling his faich & finnes-is fealed by the Spitit 
of redemption,that he hath viftbly put on Chr. that heis mortifiedja ucified; dead, . 
& bucyed, rifén againe, & afcended with Chr.. Rom.6,1—6. 82 Coh2, 3.27% 
Col. 321-5. thele are the true ends of baprifme inftitated by Chr: Seing therforthe 
nratter, forme, & end of baptifine in the falfe Church is from man even:from.Antie: ff 
ch.thertor the L.is nor the author of this bapeifme,but the baptifmeis anticywhely: 
& although he vfeth the words, In nomine Patris, Fily,&¢Sp,Sancti amenzas the pas- 
pits do ia fprintckling h sly water,in baptifing their bels,& as conjurers doin-their 
charmes,yet this Cannot take truce baptilme, bute sather.is a moltnotable profanatié 
of the holy Scriprure,even asit is pr faned in ther Sermons S¢dayly. worship per- ff 
formed by them.! affirme therfor againe & againe that the baptifme receaved inthe 
falfe Church is one of the L,ordinance,but antichr,devife,efientially cormnpted; in) 
matter, forme; 8& end or vie ; & therfor wholly to berejected with the oynting ,brea = 


Heer you endevourto prove that Ifrael was a falfe Church, bicaule it Seperated». | 
from Iudah, & bicaule they joyned together im anew Charch & commounion;ynder 
afaife miniftery & worship,& became.a harlot:whertol answer that fo was ludah, 
a falfe Ch:when they worshipped Idols vnderevery gteé tree, 8einthe highplaces: 


8 if you fo vnderitand a falfeChurch,vizpmeetings,or companyes‘of men aflembled 


together ina place, & to a wrong woarship,vnder a wrong Preilthoodd yeeld 
to bea falfe Church, butd dény that to bethe true definitionof afalfe 


the true caules effential: & fo a falfeC hurch is known bythe want of thofeteue cau 
fes effential::he true eflential caufes of the Chu.of the old Teft-was thepoftérityof | 
Abrah.or profelytes circumcifed:the want of thefe things onlymade a falfe- Chur: 
So long as the Iftaclites retained cireumcifion,they were the truecarnal confticu-e4 
Cc fthe nid Teft: 8 & Iudah-are called harlots , nor for chat chep were 
a falfe Church, but for theworshipping of God in Idols,as before thecalves at Dan. 
& Bethel,or the Idols in ludah,this is plaine enough in the Hiftory. Sethac tcéclude - 
againft you chat Ifrael was-no falfe Church in the conftitutid,buehad a traematrer 
& Ifraelites though vnder:a falfé'miniftery worship, & 
ment, as | have already shewed intheformertreatif@ © 
Laftly,you-bring vs in double refpe€ or confideration of members oftheChur 
ef-Antich.1.as they are members of thofe falfeChusz.as they are — 


Ving progenitors who rtceaved rhe covenant forchemfelves& their pofterity tin 
fist refpect they are not vnger the covenat or fealecherof in the re{pect they 
arevndet both,tor the Fathers fakeRom.11,28.8& foxheir repentance sha} ferve thag 
Burne when they come to the hurch without rebapufing, | 
1aswer divers things: full, not deny but thacimé. may be cofidered two waies 
. vifibly.as members of Anuchsbody,invafibly as apertey ning to the L.clection,& that 
_ is the meaning of the.A p.Rom.31,23,butd deny that hence it foleweth,that when 
; they come from their invifible being h.to a vifible being. in the true-vifibleChu, 
they shalenter inany way but. by the dere which is‘baptifme; Fo: wheas you inti- 
; mMaté that.aman being invilibly elect & beloved ot God, jnvifiblyhaving title to 
the covenant & holy things offGod,may therevppon fift vifibly enter into. the falfe 
+ Chu.byfalfe baptifme,& chen vppon his repentance come to the Chu.& enter. 
therinromot by bapitifme; bur that che.dore of Antich-Chur. shal:open him the.way 
ito Chr.Chureli long betore he come.anto Ghr.Church,wheras lay, you intimate 
vatoiwsfo much,vouxia herby teach contrary to we 
dore,d not climb vp.by thewindew, that wee bee * 
» taught & made Difc.& the baptized intoChr.but ydu inthe Kingdem of Antic. are. 
firlt baptized falfely-& then made Difciples flar cont; ary to 
Secondiy | fay hat noman 1s.vnder,the coveuant ¢ ; vnder-baptifnae forzhe pasérs 
fake:8¢ that ss not the meaniag of hcAp.Ko.1 1,23. his meaning is thatthe elcct 
ofthe Iraelites are beloved for the promife-God ma ¢ toAbsah.lfaac,8 lacob, in re- 
¢dpect of Chrnot for that theichildren shalbe-pertak of that covenant: , bicaule of 
xhew parents faith,or bicaufe of Gods covenant m ith the parent s& cher cainal 
infants, but bicanfe the L.clected them & predettinaged themin-Chr.to & fal- 
,ivation invibbly:& thesfor! do confidently deny arenever ableto 
infants are aftually poflefled of the.everlaffez covenant-God madewith 


-:othér mans fake-or'do you. think that.Godloveth not al men of his meer. mercy; or. 
for Chrdake?neither is ie the cainal line that is beloved of God for his mercy-fake or 
efor Chr fake: bur it ts rhe Spiritual line of Abrah.the faithtul onely & elect that«are - 
beloved forthe Fathers,that is for-the covenant made with Abrah. Ifaac, & Iacob, 
«Gur Fathers in the faith:& {9 tt is truethac God loveth men in,the falfe Chu. of An, 

& Facobsthat is for his merciful promifemade to them:but. whatis 


efcending froma beleving aunceftor?or if-that were. granted how doth it follow that 
the bapeifme vifibly receaved in the Agtich.falfeChu.is true baptifme fealing vp the 
.scovenant to themthat the L.converceth in the falfe Chus-No:we have already pro- 
«ved thatthe is ellentially falie& none of Chr-& therforic-isthe character 
-or mark of che beakt;openly-ret ataed in the forhead of al the fubjects of Antic. who 
ssprofefling themfelves to be of char baptifine do prof eflethéielves to be of thar body 
‘Sor of chat body they are ofwhole baptifme-they are, Sof that baptifmethey are of 
cawhofe bedy they are,1.Cor.1 2,1 3-Eph.a.¢. alfo proved that 
baptifmedoth not. aperteyuc.co the camatline,but onlv.to them that ate 
is actually beleoving to juflificatioyi,& shewing the fait AS 
- 


_«Abrah-for their.parencs fakes:do you indeed think chat Godloyeth any-manforan 


cithis-to prove that.Antic.are bcloved,& vnder.the covenant,for their.carnal linede- 


| 


Piahain by the works of A 


eelfers hade 


Rith:Cliften & lohn Smyth... ES 
baptilme,tor :afants in che falfe Chu.iromfome auncellor beleving4go .genera- 
tions happily before acording to tivat Exo.29.thatthe L.sheweth mercy to 1000, ge. 
nerations of chem thatlove answer 3.things,i;you muit prove tharfome off. 
our predecelfors had crue actual faith & were members of trueCh.& this you muft: 


ove forevery member you receave in without baptifine therby to afiyre yo uthar: 


had title to the covenat & to baptifme by his carnal lsne:z.you mult By the fame 
reafonseceave by bapulme into the rrueChu.(if you can come by thé jal the intanrs: 


che Theffalonians,the Ephefiaus,the Galatians,the Coloflians, the Philippians,8¢ 
the Chu.of Afia that did fomeime beleve,3.] deny that youexpound the piace Exo. - - 
22-truly: Bor the L.dieectly doth require that chey vpon whom hice sheweth mercy 
- should feare him & keep his commaundem:; & I do vtterly deny that ever thefoie- - 
Fathers of the English nation beleved,& you can never proveit.Ror tharwhich you 


fay that ing we are Apuftates,therfor it tolloweth that fomtyme we orour aun= 


& blefling [ am come to a happy end of answering your writing:Wwherin I praife the 
L, for his mercy | have receved fuch affurance of the.truth as thar-you&al the earth 
shal never be able to wring it out of my hart & hands, & therfor I defire you Sir,& 


brah. Laftiy,wheras you fetch the title tothe covenant. | 
| 
| 


e truth,J wonder at you for fo fayingzior.we are departed fr6-the faith’ 
_ of the Scripcures,not from the taxh of our aunceltors,;who never a one of them at 
- any tymie.beleved vifibly ina true conftituted Chu. Thus.throughGods providence 


7 


al the leaders of the Seperation to weigh ferioufly even betwixt the L.& theirown * 


harts vpon their beds this which is writecn, | doubt not but may erre in particu- 


lars,& } have refolved to be vile befor men in confefiing my erors,bur for the maine. 
points in cantroverfy,& thecaufe | defend it is the molt vndoubted & moft evident - | 


truth. that ever was revealed to me: & therfor as you luve the L.& his truth, & the 


people thardepend vpon you,feek it out embrace it, refit it not, butif we bee - 


in error,shew at vnto vs, why2shal we perish through your defauleewil not the:L-re 


quire our blood at your hand?are we nos your countrymen:al of vs? in exile for the 


common truths, we huld our againit Antich. Answer-we ‘befeech youin the Lt nays 


- we'adjure you inthe Lord? if we be in error it isignorantly,& of adefire to feethe 


trnth & ro feare the L: Thus hoping fpeedily either to heare an answer to this wris - 


_ ting,or co fee you yeeld to rhe truth which'l vnfeynedly ask-of the Lozfor you my “4 
Countrymen,| end writing.this 24.o0f March.1608.. - 


Rich.Ctiftony Ifyou reply, shew your ftrength,that we may make an end of 


thefe-vacomfortable eppofitions, for if! {ee not weighcinyour reafons,| wil beltow 


no more labour, . 
loh.Smyth, Sit‘ther may be weight in my reafons,& you happity either cmnot 


throug'y:pejudice or wil not through (ome finifter refpe fe the weight of them? - 
J pray you benot charmed by evil counfel,but ether shew me my-¢rror,or yeeldto 
thetruch:! would b¢ gladco be an in{trument of shewing you this at ’ 


Jeaft vou by shewing vs eur error shal difcharg 2good confcience: If youdo not am 
swer among you al;_ I proclayme you are fubtilly blind, & lead the blind after you 
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